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Prouing againſt the toorigid Warn orLIKE * 


of theſe times, and againſt che Arguments eſpecially, & | 
that Booke called, The Anſwer to the Catholike Apologie, That we, 


whoarewembersoftheCarnotixs,Arosrotint Be RoMaN - 
CHxvRcn, ought notrocondeme the PROTESTANTS for 3 
HERETIXxES, vntill further proofe be made, "2 


Firſt wruten in French by a Catholike Gentleman, 
and now faithfully tranſlated. 


See the occaſion of the name of Hv GVRENOTS, 
after the Tranſlaters Epiſle. 


Printed for NATH ANIE LB VTITBR.. 
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THE TRANSLATER TO 
s the Chriſtian Readers. 


AND. TO ALL FHOSE. ESFECIALTL 


ly, whoſe hard hap it is, or may be, to be (edu- 
ced -onto Popery : that by the belpe of this Booke, 


and their owne Prayers, they may be deliuered 
"y from che che Ewill, when che Prieſts and leſuics 
would Lead then; mto temp- 
Tats6n, 


2 Here is a bold Natfon of,men (the Temp- 
e&N rs aboue mentioned I meane) lily of late 
gay crept in amongſt you ( well-meaning and 
9 abuſed people) whole enticements (as you 
J know too well)(till begin with che Church 
Yr» ſaying you Proteſtants are dire& Hereticks, 
you haue no Church : Are you therefore reconciled to the 
Church? Meaning all chis time the Romane Church. Had 

they fairely meant the Catholike Church, | know no Calut- 

zi/t chat hath pur this Article out of bis Creed, belcene in the 

holy Cathalike Church. And to ſay, beleeue : \Vhar elſe im- 

lies it, but to beleeue himlclte to be of it; clſe, why his 
Creed? Thattheretore you may make vic Romanijt to an- 

ſiver all the reſt 5 doe but turne him, tha: would {cduce you, 

k vntotheſetwo firſt Chapters ; and he [hu] there finde, that 
| for thoſe few points of Reformation, buth in matter of Do- 
Arine and Ceremonie, wherein the Prete/tants haue iultly 


| diſſented from the Paprſ?s ; we can be no pa. And 


that their owne new Doctors, who boaſt ſu much of Antt- 
quitie, can no where ſhew our DoQtrine to be ſuthciently 
condemned, before the time of that fifth Goſpell ot rhe &9- 
+ * 1s maniſts 
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The Tran/lator to the Reader. 


maniſts,the Councell of Trent 1 meane, which ended no more 
than ſome 60 yeeresagoe the third Chapter will euidently 
ſhew them. And how incompetenta Iudge an Aduerlarie is, 
and how vnlawtull a Councell that of Trent wasgthe Inſtan- 
ces of the fourch qnd fifth Chapters will euince it, Laſtly,that 
we Proteſtants, hauing cuer continued trus members of the 
true, holy, and cathol1que Church, doe not now need any 
Reconciliation to theirs of Rowe, the laſt Chapter will abun- 
dantly demo:ſtrate it. Which lx Chapters being written by 
a Gentleman, who euery where proteſſes himlelte one of 
theirs, if they would offer to thifc ott (as they haue euaſtons 
enow) by ſaying that what is written 1n this Booke, is bur 
the opinion of one Door : Loethen, we haue not only the 
Authors opinions, butthe ſtrength of his reaſons to vrge 
them wirhall. All which are ſo mannerly,ſo dire&tly, and ſo 
ſuccin&ly toucht vpon, and come oft ſo handſomely, as no 
man (in my opinion) hath yer ſaid betcer, thar purpoſed to 
lay (o little, 

To giue you therefore the minde of the Authour in a 
word: Nothing was here written, with any-intention to 
vrge vs Proteſtants, any whit to depart from our Right in 
yeelding to a Reconciliation with them ; but to perſwade 
them rather, ro eſteeme better of vs: and to demonſtrate 
withall, that ifthey will iadge right, they muſt needs thinke 
well. And this is the purpoſe of the Tranſlator alſo. To ſhew 
you therefore to vnderltand all this Booke : If the Reader 
{hall ſometimes feele, that this Author now and then vines 
the Proteſtants a light fillip by the way ; he ſhall obſerue in 
the conclulion, that it was to reach his owne Romaniſts, a 
{marcerblow ; which is ſatisfaRion enough. And that hee 
glues vs any at all, let vs but conſider, that the Author 
though he were a moderate man, yet that he was withall a 
Papift, and it will take away much of the ſcandall. Laſtly, 


which 


The Tranſlator to the Reader. 


which will giue vs as much aduantage as we can deſire from 
one man,whichis to anſwer them by one of their owne; this 
Gentleman the Author #. C. was too well knowne here in 
Enzland to haue continued a moſt zealous Roman Catho- 
lique vntill his dying day , and yer neuertheleſle areall his 
Reaſons for Moderation, directed to the Papilts, as if they 
ſhould firſt begin it ; and all his conc[ulions dire&ly for the 
Proteſtants, as though we lnould ſtill hold them. Nay and 
which is ſoinewhat more ; whereas all this is with vs of Ex- 
eland, common to our Brethren the Proteſtants of France, 
yer doth this Booke make more for vs at home, than it doth 
tor them, tor whoſe ſakes it was firlt written, For though we 
haue with them entertained the points of Reformation ; yet 
haue wenot fo far receded trom the more Primitive Roman 
Church ( which he ſtands for) but thar we (ti! retaine more 
of the neceſlarie Ceremonies, Solemnities, and Church Diſ- 
cipline, than they of France haue done ; witneſle his ſecond 
Chapter of Ceremonies ; which is ſtill for our aduantage, 
As therefore this little Booke hath beene twice already 
printed in France, which is an Argument of the Proteftants 
ood liking of ic there ſo hath it foure or five leuerall times, 
both by Diuines and Gentlemen of our owne Religion,been 
tranſlated both into Latine and Engliſh, which is a demon- 
ftratiue Reaſon to me, how mach it hath beenelikd and de- 
ſired. To ſaue thereforethe labour of writing it out,which I 
ſtill obſerued, as many deſirous to doe as could ger Copies 
of it, [ haue thought fit to ler mine be publithed : deſiring all 
thoſe thar light vpon it, to be as imparriall and chari:adls, as 
the Author himſelfe wiſhes them z which it they be, I hope 
well that the ſtriteſt need not be offended, and the well- 
minded may reape much benefit by ir. Which being my on- 


ly defire, I (hall euer pray for. 
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THE FI&KST OCCASION 


how the name of HyvG@venors, 


which our Author cuery where vſcth, 


came firlt to be giuen go the 
French PxoTEsSTANTS, 


temper makes it ſometimes bitterly witty; as may appeare 
by this name of Huguenors, by which and no other, doe 
the French Papiſts generally vouchſafe to call the Proteſtants. It 
was taken about the yeere 1 559. which was ſome foure or 
fine yeeres before Mr. Calvins death. Till which time they were 
called Tourengeaux, of the Citie of Tours, where the Prote- 
ſtants moſtly ſed : But about that time, there hawing beene 4 
fooliſh opinion, of a Night-Spirits walking wp and downe the 
fireets, which they called King Hugon : This fancie made one of 
the Citte Gates to becalled King Hugons Gate ; and the Prote- 
ftants being once obſerued in the mght to goe thorow that Gate 
wnto their Aſſemblies and holy Exerciſes ; were hereu;on called 
Huguenots. He that will ſee more of this Name, and the occas 
| fuon of it, may finde a handſome Diſcourſe of it in Monlicur 
Paſquiers Recherches,lib.7.cap. 52, whither 1refer you. 


T- is euer ſome Salt as well as Gall in malice, and this 


ALL THE KINGS 


FAITHEFVL SVBIECTS, 
and principally to thoſe Carholkes, 
that are dejirous of the quiet of the 


' hurch and State _. 


Hex x are now thirty yeeres and more 
(at ſcuerall times) tince we haue had per- 
petuall warres with the Zuguenots,as with 
Rebels and Hererikes ; though we haue 

 perceiued of jate,thabour former opinion 
was wrongtully conceiued againſt them: and we may 
be alſo miſtaken in the latrer; and that time, which hath 
made it appeare, that they are not Rebels, may diſcouer 
likewite vnto vs that they are not Heretikes. But howſo- 
cuer, it were much to be wiſhed in the meane time, that 
we wou!d entertaine a charitable eonceir of them, till 
there be more evidence giuen in againſt them, 

The bitter dikntion in Religion, hath beene the 
fpriag-head of all our miſeries. That was it, which 
brought chem forth at ficit,and which yer nurſeth them: 
whence it is now come to paſlle, that thoſe men who are 
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Henry J. 


The Authors EpiPle tothe Reader. 


at this preſent, diſturbers of the State, haue atthe very 
ſelfe-ſame time begun to raiſe tumulrs in the Realme, 
and to reviue and exaſperate the differences which we 
haucin Religion : In ſuch faſhion,as thar the practiſes of 
the principall Leaguers, and the turbulent Sermons of 
diners Preachers ( tor I blame not all) haue beene (as 1t 
were) Hippocrates twins, who went alwaies together, 
Jaught alwaics together ; and it may chance, that theſe 
al'o may weepe together: and we haue ſcene the expe- 
rience of it, that the tongues of the one haue done more 
miſchiefe than the {words of the other, 

See the cauſe then, why in the beginning of theſe late 
troubles, the Catholike Apologie hath laboured to qua- 
lifie this heat, and to conture the {landers giuen out 
againſt the Reformeg Religion, and thoſe of it. Which 
Apologie hath beene in part refuted, but ſo cold!y, that 
no proofes which the Confuter produceth, could make 
me ſee any reaſon, why weſhould ſoperemptorily con- 
demne the Hugwenots for Heretikes, although differin 
from vs, about the explication of ſome points of Reli- 
gion. Vpon which I was induced a yeere {ince & more, 
to anſwer the Reaſons aforeſaid. But finding the Argu- 
ments to be of great weight, I iudged it fitter to write a 
wſt Treatiſe thereof by it ſelfe, thanto anſwer the obie- 
tions hudled vp together by another man : which hath 
cauſed mee alſo both to ſuppreſſe that which I had wris- 
renalready, and to defer that which I purpoſed to write. 
And longer I ſuppoſe I had deferred it, it theſe late Tra- 
gedies acted in the murthers of our two laſt Kings, had 


Hepry 4. NOt put me in the conceit of it, how that theſe horrid 
Acts ſprung from the ſelte-ſame fountaine, and thar 
only vpon this groundtoo, namely, That the Errors of 

the 


The Authors Epiſtle to the Reader. 


the Hugnenots are ſo exceedingly enormous ; they found 
their Max:mes, by which they perſwade cthem{clues 
Thata man may take any courſe lawfull or valaw- 
full, ro deſtroy them and their fauourers. 

Another motiue I alſo had, which induced me to 
proceed in my purpoſe of writing. Which was the 
con(ideration of the fortunate proceedings of our 
late King He n « y (whom his enemies made to be 
called, Great) all the time that te continued Prote- 
ſtant : Then whoſe troubles we need ſeeke no further 
example,to ſhew how God borh diſlikes mans blou- 
die courſes, and diſpoles allo ot his cwne procee- 
dings, his owne way. For God neuer produces any 
extraordinary euent, without ſoma extraordinary 
Deligne. Buthow excraordinarily God in the begin- 
ping tauoured his Mateftie, whiles he continued Pro- 
teftant, none knowes {o well as his enemies, foraſ- 
much as God made vle of their courſes, for his ad- 
uancemenr. T hey conceitedir, that by embroyling 
France in Ciuill warres,to hue ruined him ; and theſe 
warres haue increaſed his honour and power. They, 
impatient of delayes, thoughr preſently by vniuſtit- 
able praftiſes, to haue vrged the late King * tohaue 
proſecuted him with more violence,than he had done 
heretofore ; and theſe plots of theirs, haue been both 
the cauſes of the vtter ruine of his enemies, and of his 
reconcilement to the King. Briefly,his enemies thruſt 
Armes into his hands for their owne deſtruQtions : 
and thoſe deuices by which they had thought to 
haue chaſed him out of Gayee, haue broughthim tn- 
tothe heart of Fraxce; and by the ſelfe-ſame meanes 


whereby they thoughtto take away his life,they nave 
piuen 
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The Authors Epiſtle to the Reader, 


given him the Kingdome. May wee imagine that 
God had no delizne, in the b:inging abour of theſe 
purpoſes ? Or what elſe may wee gather out of all 
this; bur that God 1s angry, when we will not per« 
mit him ro diſpoſe of his owne Church, his owne 
way, but deuile to prevent him by our owne wife 


domes ? For which reſpe#t,l protelt betore God,that - 


had I beene the foreſt enemy char che Kinz had had, 
yet [hould I thinke that tor no other reaſon God had 
ſo many wayes fauoured him,chanco puniſh vs,who 
by vniuſtifiable praQiſes our of an unparient zeale, 
would haue rooted: our the Retorined Religion, 
though erroneous. 

Haply then ic may fa! our, that if wee alrer our 
courſes, God will allo caange his. Andas thole de- 
ſtgnes of ours, by which we verily thought co haue 
aduanced our Religion haue hindred it: So God alſo 
may turne the ſame meanes which we feared would 
hinder our Religion,to the aduancement of it. In the 
mez"1etime ler vs know thus much; That God neuer 
bleſles thoſe mens courſes, which thinke to anticipate 
him chrough impaticnce, Ler vs then hauc p :tience 
a while z and when wee ſh4ll perceiue the times of 
peace to be facreſt for our purpoſes, ler vs (a Gods 
name) offer the ſame conditions vnto the Huguenots, 
which they propounded vnto vs betore 3 which was, 
to aſſemble the beſt learned men in b9ch Religions, 
to diſculle friendly the points in controuerſic ; torke 
end, thatthe quiet of the Common-wealth, may goe 
along wich that of the Church : which if the /Zuvue- 
#915 all accept of, (as I make no doubt but ihey 
will) I perſwadg my ſelte, that there may be ſuch a 

courle 
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The Authors Epiſtle to the Reader. 


courſe taken in the Conterence, that diſcouery may 
be made of many things, which haue beene concea- 
led hitherto from both ot vs. Not that [iniagine any 
noueltie can be found out in Religion, (Gud forbid 
that I ſhould euer thinke ſo) but char the meaner | 
queſtions in controuerlte, being reconciled, the im- 
pertinent ones omicred, the greater may be inſifted 
vpon, to be cleared by more euident demonltra- 
tions, 

Nor can either partie (con(idering the points be 
already ſufficiently diſcuſſed) imagine that ſuch a 
conference would be vnproficable 3 for although 
there can hardly be found more ſolid Arguments, 
than thoſe wherewith we haue ſerued our ſelues here- 


| tofore; yetis it one thing to proue,and another thing 


to ſatisftie: now wee mult not ſo much maintaine a 
fide, to vanquilh ; as to winne thole that are in the 
wrong, And thus much I dare ſay, and I will be able 
to make good againſt any contradiRion z that neither 
partie, haue in any conference as yet taken that 
courſe, which they ought and might haue followed, 
for the ſatisfa&tion ofthe aduerſe partie,and the clea- 
ring of doubts. 

For mine owne part, though I be the meaneſt of a 
Million, who haue embroyled themſelues in the dif- 
putes of the time, yet dare | vndertake to reduce the 
points in controuerlie to ſo ſhort an ifJue, and to ſer 
downe ſuch a courſe for the.handling thereof z that 
more of the truth ſhall be diſcouered in this one con- 
ference, than in all th2 other diſputes , which haue 
beene ſince Marti Luther firſt oppoſed himlſelte 


againſt the Pope, For both the illue {ball bee ſo 
A drawne, 
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The Authors Epiſtle to the Reader. 


drawne, and the meanes ſo diſpoſed of ; thatthe per- 
ſons of neither Religion ( keeping themſelues to 
their owne proper 4aximes) (hall be able to reiect 
them. Ithould be roo impudent to giueit our, if 1 
were not well aſſured of my abilitie tor rhe perfor- 
mance. Bur | am acquainted well enough with the 
euaſions of either fide, | know their fallacies, and I 
haue alſo the Art to preuent them. 

But the time ſeemes not to be yet fo hr, for wee 
muſt haue our ſpirits quiet, as well as our State z and 
aboue all, free txom bh ſame preiudication. For 
if we Catholikes come toa Diſputation, betig con- 
fident before hand, that the Haguencts are already 
condemned for Heretikes : And they on the other 
fide, that they vnderſtand the Scriptures betrer than 
S. Auſtin, and that all is cleare on their {1de ; ro what 
purpoſe ſerues ſuch a Conference ? The Prieſts and 
Miniſters may ſeeme as confident as they pleaſe, for 
they are our Teachers ; but we ſhould not be ſore- 
ſolute, for we are but Learners. The end which they. 
propole,is the Vittorie ; but the end which we ſecke 
for, is the Truth. Which if wee haue found, why 
looke we further? But if we beleeue without ſearch- 
1ng, wemay very well be deceiued. 

The chiefe reaſon then, which induced me to re- 
aſſume my deligne of writing in this point of Mode- 
ration, was z that our ſpirits being fomething paci- 
hed, wee might be the (þerter prepared ro a Confe- 
rence, and in that Conference make diſcovery of the 


 Tiath; and by diſcovery of the Truth, eſtabliſh 


a Peace inthe Churchof God. But I ſuſpeQing mine 
owne inſutfciencie, and fearing withall to beſtow 


my - 


The Authors Epiſile to the Reader. 


my labour. in vaine: and: on the other {ide, being 
wondroutly deſirous to ſee an vnion in Religion, I 
choſe rather to hazard that paines which I had alrea- 
dy taken, in publiſhing that anſwer which I had 
made before, than to loſe a new. 

The reaſon then why I thatam a Catholike, doe ra- 
ther blame the rigour of ours againſt the Haguenors, 
than theirs againſt vs(both parties being faulty much 
alike) is;becauſe he that would reforme another, muſt 
begin ar himſelfe. 

The importunitie and arrogancie of mine Aduer- 
ſarie, vrges me ſometimes to write not ſo like a Ca- 
tholtke , which I doe not purpoſely ro confute the 
Catholike Religion : but to ſhew only; That the errors 
of the Huguenots are not fo groſle, as our fide per- 
{wades themſelues they are. And knowing allo that 
no one thing hath more ſuppreſſed the Truth, than 
the meane eſteeme that the one partic hath of the 
others Arguments. Which (God knowes) is meerly 
out of ignorance; forſomuch as the deeper learned 
any man is,the more difhcultie he tinds in confuting 
his Aduerſarie, For itis moſt cercaine, that Jgnorance 
engenders Yehemencie, and Yememencte blinds vs trom 
diſcoucring the Truth. For their ignorance that are 
in the rights, makes choſe likewiſe the more vehe- 
ment that are in theerrour; and the ignorance of 
thole thar are in errour, blinds them the more. 

See then the true intent of jthis my Diſcourſe : 
wherein though I may percbance haue vied ſome 
Reaſons, which in too rigorous a [udgement, may 
be eftecemed wich the moſt, in fauour of theſe new 


apinions z yetis not my intent, wich them to ſeduce 
A 2 any 
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The Authors Epi/lle to the Reader. 


any man, or to turne them from the Faith of their 
forefathers, bur only to purge: their ſpirics from pre 
judication vnrill turther proote bemade. Ang it ſuch 
proofe be made ( without which [ conceine no hope 
of vnioa in the Church) I adiure thee (beloued Rea- 
der, of whether Religion ſoeuer thou beeſt) ro come 
with a ſpirit void of this pretudication : Such a ſpirit 
I wiſh to thee, as I pro:ct I my lelfe haue; and I pray 
God to confirme in all of vs. Amer. 


The Argument of the Booke. 


He Catholique Apologie hath endencared to ac- 
quit the Huguenors of hereſie bytwo Reaſons. 
Fil 7 re firſt is, for that the Reltzionpretended to be 

PE=DB Re/crmed, w not heretical of it ſelfe, for that 
the ſubſtance of the Catholique Feith i« Peceined by the 
Huguenots, and that the Ceremonies which thev haue re- 
zected, were onknowne to the ancient Church, »f which 
two points, viz, Doftrine and Ceremonics, all Kc/igton is 
compoſed. The ſecond is, that their Religion hath nut beenc 
as yet condemned by any lawful Indgewent: becauſ: that be- 
fore the Conncell of Trent, it was not condemned in any Ge- 
nerall Councell, and that the Councell of Trent is neither 
lawfull of it ſelfe, nor as yet approucd of in France. . pon 
which conſideration, albeit that the Huguenors had wan- 
dred from the true faith, yet oxght we not toproceed againſt 
them, as againſt Heretiques, wntil! they hane receined an 
arreſt of condemnation Fl a gererall Connell : no more 
thn we can in iuftice put a alefaitor to death, although he 
be not or10nſly calpable, I;ntiil ze be caſt Ly the Iury, and hath 
had his triall, 

The Author now of the {n{wer to this 4paloote mm the [e- 
cond part of hiz bcoke, fromthe fifth © hapter to the fifteenth, 
trauailes hard to refate the foreſaid Reaſons: 1m the filth © 
Chatter, he only pror0unds his Method ;, in the ſixth, hee 
would ſhew, that the Religion of the Huguenors 1s quite 
another from that of the CathsoI:ques z 4a the ſeuenth, th5 
the Ceremani:s of the moderne Church of Ryme were ob- 
ſern»{inthe Primiline Church , in the etght, that the D&- 


_ drine pretended to be Reformed, ſtands condemned by an- 
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The Argument ofthe Booke. 


cient Conmeels :intheg,1o,11,12, 13, 4nd 14. be defends 
the Conncell of Trent ; whereof the 11, 12, and 13. areto 
proue, that that Councell is abſolutely lawful, and the 9, 
19, and 14. that it u receinediu France: afler which me- 
thod 1 will alſo diuide my defence into theſe fix Chapters. 

1. In my firſt, 1 will proue againſt the reaſons of his fixt 
Chapter, that the Catholiques and Huguenots ths farre 
agree in Dottrine, that they are both of one and the ſame 
Faith and Religion. - 

2. 1umy ſecond, againſt his ſeuenth Chapter, that net- 


ther the Catholiques, zor the Huguenots, ave accord with 


the Primitiue Charchin the mattcr of Ceremonies : and that 
for this reaſon the Huguenots are not tobe condemned. 

2. Inmy third, agaznft his eighth, that before the times 
of the Councell of Trent, they ſtood not publikely and law- 
fally condenmed. ; 

4- Inmy foarth, againſt his 11, 12, aud 13. Chapters, 


—that the Councell of Trent is not lawfull, 


5. 1nmy fifth, againſt his 9, 10, and 14. Chapter, that,it 
3 not receiuedin France, 
G. In my fixth and laſt 1 will conclade, that the Hugues 


nots may by good right be fill reputed for menbers of the 
Catholique, Apoſtolique, and Reman Charch. 4 


Ly 


\ X 
, Cuar. 


Cui 


That the Catbolikes and Huguenots this farre farth 
agree m Doftrine, that they are both of the ſame 
Faith and Religion. 


Church and Religion, may differ ne- 
uertheletſe about ſome opinions in Di- 
uinitie, eAuften accords not to Hie- 
rome, nor Epiphanins to: Chryſoſtome, 
nor Cyprian to Cornelius, nor Trenews 
to Fiftor, and queſtionletſe one of 
them was in the errour z yet were they 


all Doors, approucd by che Church, and Saints euery one 
of chem. Euery errour doth not ſeparate a man from the 
Church, nor ſhould we regard ſo much the number, as the 
qualitie of-chem. Arrius accorded with the Catho/ikes 1 all 
oints but one ; infomuch as the change of a word,yea of one ' 
be lecter, would have compound che controuerlies and 3uetowy, - 
yet was he the greateſt Herenike, char ever the Church was ivr. | 
troubled wich. Origez, on the other fide, difſented in inhi- 
nice Tenencs,from the other old DoRors,and was yer neuer- 
theleiſe eftcemed a member of che Church, 
To ſee then, whether the Hugnenots be of anotherRel! 
gion than wee, neither their errors , nor their numbers 
1s the thing which is ſo much to be regarded , bur the 


nature of them only is it: That 1s co ſay z what Errors are 
Ps 7. 
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co be reputed for Hereſies , and whether theirs be of that 
nature, : | Sy 

There be two things which (according tothe opinion o! 
the Cathotthes) make Errors to proue Herelies, I hg-one, 
when the Errour is of it ſelfe ſo enormous, that he 1s ar all 
cimes an Heretike thac holds it, So that cuen before the N- 
cene Conncell had decided it, Ebion, Pardus Same/et anus, and 
1rrivitood then as Heretikes, for that they denicd the eter- 
nall Diuinicie ot the Sonne of God. 

The (ſecond thing which(according to our opinion) makes 
an Errour to become an Herelie,is z when any man maintains 
an opinion in poinr of Doftrine, contrary to the Dccrecs of a 
Gencrall Councell. So then, the Hcrelic lies not fo much in 
the miſchieuouſnelle of the opinion,as jn the reliftance made 
againſt the ordinance of the Church, For example: The 
opinion of $.Cyprias touching Rebaprtization, was nor Here- 
fie in him, becauſe there was not as then any Decree of Coun- 
cell made againſt ir : But fince that (fay we) this opinion is 
condemned legally, it were flac Herelic in any other that 
ſhould hold ic. Of this ſecond Specres of Herelie, I will in- 
crearin my third Chapter: Inthis,only of che tormer : which 
is ; Whether che errors of the Hugarncts be in themſghues ſo 
enormous,that they deſtroy the very found:tion of Faith,and 
by conſequence keepe chem off,trom being of the ſame Reli- 
gion With vs. ; 

Let vs ſee then, how our Antageriit takes vpon him to 
proue che contrary. [nthe firs? p/are (ſaith he) beth parties, as 
w-Ullthe C atholikes as their A auer{aries, repute one another for 
Fleretihes, anſwer, thatT finde no mpoſſibilite, why they 
may not be both deceiued. For two brothers bting in cho- 
ler, may weli renounce one another ; and yet they Ieauenot 
tor all chatco conrinue true brothers alwaies, Cyrilland Theo- 
aoret accuſed one another for Hereriques, and yetneither of 
them was ſo, Sothar this reaſon is only drawne from the 
pathon ofmen,when Reaſon hath abandoned them. 

But how doth he proue, that the Cathelikes repute the Hu- 
g#cnors tor Heretikes, The ( athelike Church (ſaith he) hath by 

wh the 
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the [ouncel! of Trent, condemned dcrs of the Lutheran pan . 
ons. Tantwer ( according to my hilt diftinion) that 1tis one 
ching ro ierurnean opinion for an herefie by condemnation; 
and anuther thing to repute it ſo, of its owne nature, Now 
whether or no the Hupguenots be hereticks by condemnation, 
we will argue it hereafter in our third,fourch,and hitch Chap- 
ters. But here we diſpute only of the nature of their errour 
wherein his proofes are nothing to his purpoſe, Bt ( faith 
he ) Ar Rome eneric holy Thurſday the Pope pronownces them Pay. 11. 
excommurirate, aud prohibits all C hathslih-s ts reade their 
Bohes, Inlike manner,the ſame day alſo he excommunicats 
all ſinners 3 of whom hee d+res not denie bur that many 
are of the Caurch; elſe ſhould he himſclfe be condemned 
tor an hereticke by che Councell of Conftence. which gaue 
ſencence againſt /ohn Hex : Thatthe Church confifts as well 
of the bad, as of the good, And whereas the Huguenets 
Bookes be prohibitcd, to are alfo the Bookes of Machiaxel, 
Arctine, and diuers other { atboltkes, 

Ler vs next ſee the opinion which the Hugrenots have of 
the Catholike Dofrine. Caluzne ( faith he ) writes that the Pap. 11, 
principall points of Dottrine m the Church of Rome, are almoſt 
viterly aboliſhed, and the right wſe of the Sacraments in many 
fa/d:ons corrupted, He needs bur little explication ; the words 
chemſelues anſwer him. Catz ſaies not,that the Sacraments 
are vtterly taken away, butthe right vie of them, many wares 
corruptcd ; Nor, that the principall points of Religion are 
vtterly deſtroted, but almoſt aboliſhed. A man may be almoſt 
kild, and yer liue. 

Secondly, to proue how their Religion differs from ours, The ſecond 
he produces the controuerlices of Originall ſfinne, Free-will, Realon, 
Iuftificacion, Merits, and diuers others which he nadges of 
molt conſequence. Ir 1s the greateſt pittie in the world eo 
heare how che moſt of the Preachers in both Religions com- 
monly fight wich their owne ſhadowes,nor audio 
what itis that their aduerſaric holds z which comes only of 
che ſubtleties of words.innented by the Dewill ro difturberhe 


Pexce of the Church, One partic vaderſtanding the word 
| B Iuftification 
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Iuſtification in one ſenſe, and another in another ; one,Faich 
one way, and another in another ; one, Grace in onefaſhion, 
another afcer arlother, and ſo of the reſt : that which we ſay 
being true,in our acception of rhe word,and that which they 
fay being likewiſe true, as they take it, So, that if chedelire 
of contention were once taken away, we ſhould ſoone fnide, 
chat the moſt of theſe diſputes wherewith peoples cares are 
filled, are onely the ſubtelries of the Schoole, vpon che Ec1- 
mologiesand Definitions of words only. Whenceit cameo 
palle, thar in the conference at Regen/þurg,the ( atholtkes and 
the Proteſtants fell to ſome agreementin the queſtion of Ori- 
pinall ſinne, of Predeftination, Free-will, and diuers other 


" indows in pre- points, which is alſo confelled by Biſhop Lindanw one of the 
fat. in Lib. % ce" enemies thatthe Hugs:nots euer had, Neuetthelelle the 


querela PaLshs 


I 
Scripture, 
Pay. 27, 


Authour of this anſwer 1s ſo ill aduiſed,as to chuſe out theſe 
queſtions principally,to ſhew the ditterences berweene them 
and VS, 

For mine owne part, I will not take vpon me to reconcile 
the ſaid queſtions, neither know | well ( ro contelle mine 
owne ignorance freely ) whether it be peſſible co be done or 
no : only thug much l atlure my ſelte,that the difference is nor 
ſo great,as it 1s judged to be. Nor will I coo exaRtly ſearch our 
the point in controuerlie, becauſe | well hope ſome other 
man may more happily performe it hereafter, Only I will 
diſcourſe vpon the faid queſtions as they are commonly vn- 
derſtood by the belt DoQors in each Religion. In which 
ſenſe I affirme,( for oughr that I have yet ſcene) that the er- 
rours of the H#guenots are not ſo grolle, as that they impeach 
their being members of the Catho/ike Church, To cleere 
which point, I will reduce theſe queſtions ro theſe foure - 
heads, 1. The Scripture, 2 [ufiification. 3 Prayer, 4 The 
Sacraments, 

ConcerningtheScripturehe chargerh the Z/uguenets only 
with oneerrour, which is, that they-reie@ the Bookes of 7e- 
bit, Indith, the M1 wchabees, andthe reſt which they call Apo- 


eryphall, notwithſtanding that they were approucd for Cano- 
nicall. by che Councell of Trent, ; we 


To 
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To which I anſwer: That the Hwgnenors doe not altoge- 
ther reie them, bur eſteeme of them as of holy writings,and 
full of pierie, of greater authoritic than any other booke z on- 
ly they doe not {tate them in the ſame ranke with the orher 
bookes, which arc found written in the holy tongue. And 


this it ſeemes to me, thar Bellarmine after aſort accords vnto; Twr.r. Conty, t. 
for that.in his diuilion of the Bookes of the Old Teſtament, (AP 4- 


he makes two Claſles, In the firſt heerankes the bookes re- 
ceiued by che Hwgnenors: And thuſe which be called Apocry- 
phall, ia the ſccond, But what though the opinion of the 
Humugeenats bee in this point condemned by the Councell of 
Trent, yet1s the Councell of Laodicea cleerc on their fides': 
And lo arcalſo Hierome, Origen.& Nicholaus Lyra himſeltfe, 
Cardinall Caterane, and many other pillars of che Remax 
Church, So chat I would taine know, it Xs chiserrour of the 
Huguenots be ſo enormous, as that for this cauſe they muſt 
necellarily be Hereriques 3 wherefore then did itnot as well 
hinder H:erome "En, 22 a Saint, and Cardinall Cazetare 


from beivg a Catholike, 
Now vnder the title of [uſtification,I coprehend al the dif- 


ferences mcnrioned in theanſwer,which were determined in Iuſtification; 


the (ixch Seſſion of the Councell of Trent,touching 1,The 
Canſ(cz2t. The Matter z 3.The Inſtrument ; 4. And the Effefts 
of ow Tuſtification,By the Sourceor principall Caxſe,l meane, 
T hae diſpoſition by which our Nature ( as we Catholikes 
victoſay ) being both preuented and accompanied by the 
grace of God, prepares ic ſclte to Tuſtification z thatis to ſay, 
To the operation of the Free-will , which remained in man 


after his Fall, Forthe compounding of this difference z mans rfree-wil, 
Free-will muft be conlidercd in theſe three eſtates ; Before Pag, 24. 


the Fall of Adam, afterthe Fall, andin the time of his re- 
generation, after he was againe reſtored, Whercin there is 
contained whatſocuer is neccllary for a Chriſtian to belecue 
namely, That man before the Fall of Adam had Free-will 
boch to good and cuill ; And thar by his Fall he loſtche liber- 
tietodoc good : And that by Grace in his Regeneration he 
againerecoueredir, Thus farre the Catholikgs and the Hw- 
wi B 2 guenots 
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wenots arc agrecd: The imaginaric controuerſte then lies on- 
Ty in the manner how this will is enfranchiſed or made free. 
The Hwgwenots auerring , Thattis the Grace of God, which 
ſecs ir at [1bercie by giuing it new powers , whereof it was al. 
rogerher deſtituce before, T he Catholikes Iikewif c auerring, 
that the grace of God hath ſer ic at libertie, by looling the 
chaines wherewith it was before fo captiuared, thar it could 
not ſet a worke the powers that ic had, Sec here then the crue 
diflerence berweene them in this point, wherein though rhe 
Huguenots may bee decciued, yet 1$ their errour nothing {0 
dangerous, as to ouerthrow the toundacion of Faich, Inche 
diſcuſſing of which point, we are principally to regard rwo 
things : The Juſtice of God in puniſhing Adams linne by 
rhis captiuitie z and his Mercy againe 1n freeing vs. Now if 
the Huguznots be in the wrong, their errour 1s onely inaug- 
menting the Iuſtice and M :rcie of God , by affirming , Thar 
the freedome of our wills, 15 not onely bound, bur flaine (as 
it were,) Death now 1s a moregrievous puniſhment, than 
impriſonment, and it 1s a greater mercieto piuelife tothe 
will, than libertie, Bur what need the common people 
breakecheir braines, about theſe Metaphors of binding and 
killing , which chey can neuer comprehend ? Tis ſufhicient 
for them co know , thatnothing can be done without Gods 
good grace, and to fay all with Saint Auſten, To doe freely, 
Comes from the Nature of manxto ave well, from G YACE zbut fo 
ave emil!, from our corrupt Nature, Which ſaying, as it con- 
raines the whole doftrine of Free-will, ſo is it conſented va- 
to, as well by the Carholikes as the Hnouznots, 

Theſecond thing which I obſcrucd in Tuſtification, is the 
Matter, thatis to ſay 5 Whether thar righteouſnelTe, which is 
infuſed into vs by Grace, or tharof Chriſt imputed vneg vs 
by Fatch,be ir, by vertue whereof we be iuſtified before God, 
And this quettion, though it be all one withthat of Iuſtifica- 
tion, yet our aduerſarie, thereby ro multiply the number of 
tus controuerlies, makes rwo of them, ſo deſirous hee is of 
contention, Concerning which point, the Hugwenots are in 
no error un the ground and ſubſtance of the queſtion ſo thae 


thou gh 
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chough they may be thought to differ neuer ſo much from 
vs in the circumſtances,yer may they tor al that be very good 
Cathol:zes.For example; A tree which hith the Roor,Stocke 
& many Armes ot it tound, may be a good tree though ſome 
one bough be crazed : But the Catholthes and the Huguenors 
are agreed vpon the Root of che quettion,that is to ſay, That 
there are rwo things nece;Jary ; Thar we be firit quir,of our 
Sinnes,and that wee be next induced with Rightcouſneltle z ro 
Put off our old garments, and re-jnvelt our {clues with new, 
1, Vpon the firit, che Carholiher and the Hngnenors are 
agreed ;znamely, That we are pardoned of our linnes, and 
redeemed from hell, mcerely by the blood of Jeſus Chrilt, 

. 2, To.ching che fecond , both tides hold alike ; Thatco 
be admitted encrance into heauen, we haue need of Righte- 
ouſnctle, and that this Righreouſnetle comes from Chritt. 

Now che Righteouinetle which is of Chritt, is exther Inhe- 
renc in him, & repuced ours,or Inherent in vs,& procecding 
trom him z being by his grace 1ntuſed inco our hearts 3 which 
Arche Hmugnenors call danttification : Finally , the Huga:- 
ats confeilce as well as the Cathelrbes, that there be indeed 
both cheſe kindes of Righteouſnetles, onely they ditter vpon 
this, whether che Righteouſnetle Inherent in Chrift and 
imputed to vs, orthat Inherent in vs , and proccedirg from 
him, be it ;by vertue whereof wee become 1uſtihed in the 
ſiphr of God, And what1s 1tto vs, whether another wan 
paics our debrs for vs, or giues vs money to Pay it our ſelues ? 
So that (in a manner) they both acknowledge the ſclte fame 

Root, the ſame Stocke, andthe ſame Armes of this queſtion, 
onely they cannot agree ypon the ſmaller Branches which 
rrow out of theſe Armes. Nay more z they both acknow- 
ledge the ſame Branches too, but they eannor agree, vpon 
which otrhem they ſhould rooſt. For the Hrgnencts contelle, 
that whoſocuer are ſaucd, are alſo firlt ſanQified ; thar 3s to 
ſay, That they haue that kindeof Righteouſnctfe, which the 
Cathelikes call Inherent or Secondarie RightgouſnetTe. But 
they ſay, thar they dare nat build vpen jr, but one- 


ly vpon that Righteouſnctle , which being inherene in 
= 9 Chritt, 


The Coniun- 
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Chriſt, is by Faith imputedro them. Secing then, that this 
Righteouſnetle of Chriſt is by generall conſent acknow- 
ledged co bee moſt perfeRt zthough there may perhaps bee 
thought ro be ſome errour in the Hnguerots doftrine, yer ne 
danger cancomeof ir, Like as when a man Jates hold on a 
ſtrong bough, he may very well be deceiuedin fearing ano- 
ther may be roo weake z yet without doubt he cannot tall,ſo 
long as he embraces that which cannor breake. 

Next followes the Inſtrument by which we imbrace this 
Righreouſneile, and that is Faith z about the nature whereof 


the Hugnenots ſeemeto him, to hold another crror zFor that, 


They deny ( ſaies he) that Grace may bee loſt, wuhour the l:fſe 
of Faith, Which is but a mecre cauill of his, ypon the double 
ljgnification of theword Faith. For, if we aftirme, Thar Faith 
is nothing elſe, bur to belecue that God 1s fo and ſo,and thar 
he hath done ſuch and ſuch chings, and co be brite, that all 
the Chriſtian doQrine 1s ynoſt crue ; the Finuguercts will fay 
(wich Saint James ) Thar the dewills alſo belecue as much, 
and that the deuills haue Faich , though without Grace, So 
that the Hwgnenors miſtake , 15 nothing bur in the word, for 
that they reach, That the Faith of that man, which is deuoid 
of Grace and Charitie, merits not the honourable title of a 
luſtifying Faith z and that ſuch a Faith as this, is but the In- 
ſtrument onely by which we are 1uſtified , which is euer ac- 
companied with Grace, and followed by good Workes, We 
aftirme likewiſe; That a Faith without Charitie, is a Faith 
without Forme; wherefore,lince the Forme is it, which giues 
che Beihg to thething, ir muſt needs follow z That a perfe&& 
Faith can haue no Being , without Charitie ; which Tenet 
is conſented vnto, both by the Huguenots and the Catholikes 
themſelues : onely we differ in termes : the Hugaenors calling 
Faich without Charity,an Hiſtoricall ordead Faith ; and we, 
a Faith without Forme. O my God, what a pittic it is,to be= 
holdthe fimplicitic of our Chriſtian Faich,thus puzled about 
theſe quiddiries, 
There remaines now the Effefts of our Tuſtification,Good 
Workes ; By which quen we Catholikes ſay , That a manis 
: not 
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not made Iuft, bur that being juſtified before, he increaſes in 
Righteouſnetle : Thar is ; ot a Juſt man, hee becomes more 
Tuſt ; and being regenerate & in the ſtate of Grace, He may(as 
our Aducrſaric faies ) fulfil! rhe Law in ſuch a ſort, that he may 
by it truly and properly merit eternall life, But as for the ful- 
filling of the Law, ſeeing the Heguenots doetheir beſt toper- 
formc ic, alchough they may be choughtto erre, in confefſing 
they cannordoe1t, yer hath our Sautour himſelte promiſed 
free pardon tor it, in the Paravle of the Sonne, who refuſed to 
doe his Fathers wil, and yet did it. 

Toreturne chento Merits by Workes, the more accurate 
ſort of {atholikes peremptorily deny, that they arear all me- 
ricorious, vnletle chey be dyed inthe blood of Chriſt. And I 
ailure my ſelte,chat not one amongſt ren thouſand Catholthes, 
vaderſtands ſufficiently che meaning of this phraſe ; Workes 
dyed in the blood of Coriſt : but imply and wichoutocher addi. 
tion chey will ſay , That they are m good hope to merit hea« 

uen by cheir Workes, So that (we ſee) there bethree ſcuerall 
opinions touching this queſtion, 

The firit is of che vulgar Catholther,who are more in num- 
ber a thouſand times, and who ſimply aftirme ; That they are 
indecd able ro merit ecernalllife by their Good Workes. 

The ſecond 1s of the Fiuguenots ; who abſolutely deny, 
Ti1at Good Workes doe merit at all : only (ſay they)God our 
of his pure Grace, tor thc Loue of his Sonne, grants them a 
recompence. 

Tie third 15 the opinion of the Teſuires and the learned 
Catholtkrs, who deny, that any kinde of Workes doe of 
themſciues merit, but ſuch onely. ( as [ ſaid) as are dyedin 
the blood of Chr ſt, Which opinion accords much better 
with the Hu7z-nots dofrine, then that of the vulgar Carho- 
lthes: for a thing dyed, is nor alteredin ſubſtance, as Copper 
though gilded, yer continues Copper ſtill : the rinAure and 
the gildiog making che ching onely fairer co the eye. And 
ſo is it with our Workes, which being by nature corrupt, re- 
maine corrupt{htll, though dyed in the blood of Chriſt 


howbcit chat che tinCture and gilding , makes them more 
2 8E Ts pleaſing 
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leaſing vnto God, and for the loue which hee beares to 
Chriſts blood, to bee rewarded, And if peraduenture they 
make conſcience of viing the word Aferit, ler vs hearken to 
S. Bernard : A mancanxot ({aithhe) mori eternall life, by avy 
good works whatſoeuer. Andyct i trow , that S. Bernard was 
in this no Hugaeror. For well know, that a Ieſuite with ſome 


neat diſtin&tion, can make him ſpeake like a Carhohke, what- 


ſocuer his meaning was. Ler vs then but doe the Hyprenors 
the like courteſic, and makethe{amediftinfion in the INT 
pretation of their Tenent,as we would docin the explication 
of $. Bernard:, and inthis point they will prouec as good C:- 
tholikes as $, Bernard,or our ſelues, 

The fourth point is Prayer : ro wit, whether we ought to 
inuoke the Saints or nor, The difference berwixt vs lies 1n 
two points: Firſt, whether we oughtro dire our prayers vn- 
tothem ; the ſecond, whether they pray for vs. 

For the firſt this I ſay; Tat the Catholikes themſclues make 
two extremicies : to wit, in the not inuoking them,as the Hu- 
gnenots doe; and in honouring them coo much ; which is to 
ſay, in attributing ro them chat honour, which. 1s due only 
vnto God, which the Schoolemen call Zatriaz which whoſo- 
eucr does, they themſelucs hold him for an Idolater. Now the 
poore people which vnderftand not the Greeke, nor what 
Latria meanes,nor comprehends any other mediocritie,than 
to adore right downe,ornottoadoreatall;goes to it bena fide, 
and with as much deuotion, adore our Lady and the other 
Saints,as they doeGod himſclfe z in ſuch faſhion, as that very 

hardly (euen inthe iudgement of Catholikes ) can the {atho- 
li&es rhemſelues herein auoid Idolatry, 

As for the other extremirie,thoſe Catholikes that maintaine 
Inuocation of Saints, teach only chus much: That ic is lawful 
to inuoke them, and not vnlawfull, not to inuoke them, So 
that there can come no great danger of it,in following the Ca- 
tholtzes dofrine if true, nor in following the H«gnenots 
though erroneous. The Hugmneners ſay furthermore, that we 


ought ro honour them ; which we may very well doe wich- 


ourinuoking them, As a SubieR may well honour his So- 
| ueraigne 
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ucraigne being abſent, though he neuer preſented any pett- 
tion to him in all his life, 

As forthe ſecond point z to wit, whether they pray for vs 
or not: [ affirme that there be Hagnenors, that will confetle 
that they doe ;neither doth Caluin himſclte deny it : only he 
ſaith,thac he troubles not himſclfe greatly, to know whether 
they doe or no. But ſhould any of them denic it 5 where is the 
danger?Bel/armme that great Maſter of Controuciliesafthirms, Tow.r.conty.s. 
Thac the ſoules in Heauen, doe pray for the ſoules in Purga. 66.3.cap.t5. 
cory, and they in Purgatory,tor thoſe on carth, And yer not- 
wichſtanding confellech, that Dominic 4 Soto denicth the 
frſt,and $.T homas Aquinas the ſecond. Wherefore ſceing that 
Purgatory is more bencficiall ro the Pope than Paradice, [ 
can percciue no reaſon wherefore the Hngxenors ſhould rather 
be Hereriques for diſagreeing with the Carhelikes about the 
Interceſſion ot the Saints in Heaven, than the Catho/thes are 
for dittering amongſt themſclues about the Interccſſion both 
of the ſoules,and tor the ſoules in Purgatory. 

The laſt point wherein the Hugsenots are departed from , 
the Romaa faith 1s, touching the Sacraments ; wherein the The Sacra- 
number, nature, and particular Sacraments are to be conlide- ments and 
red of, And they firſt miſcount themſclues in the number, *Þbeir number. 
reckoning but two, whereas the Councell of Trent hath con- ©28*5- 
cluded it, thatthereare ſeuen. Which obieRtion of his 15 bur 
triuolous ; inſomuch as the difference lies morc in the words, 
than 1n the thing, For taking the word Sacrament properly, 

S. Auftin ſaith, that there be but two, that 15 to ſay, Bapriſme, 
& the Euchariſt, Further,it is-an ordinaric phraſe amongſt vs 
Cathelihestroſay, That all the Sacraments it]ued our of our Sa- 
uiours fide: whereas there iſſued nothing 116 thence ſaue water 
and bloud, which according as Chryſeſftcme, Cyril, and other 
Ancients interpret it, repreſcnt the rwo Sacraments : that 1s, 
Baptiſme by the water, and the Cup of the Lords Supper, by 
the bloud, To whichour Cathelike Dottors giueno other an- 
{wer than chis: That the two Sacraments haue ſome kindeot 
dignity aboue the reſt 3 which comes co no more than to ſay, 
that there be two principall Sacraments, and fue more, infc- 


riour tothoſe two. Whichis all one with the Hugrenots op1- 
| | C nion, 
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nion, though in diuers termes. They ſay that there beÞuc 
ewo properly z we ſay that there be bu ewo principally : We 
apainc, thar there be-fiue more'of an infer1our order z they 
confeile that there may be more, if we meaoe of Sacraments 
;n che generall Ggnificacton, 

For Caluin yeclds,that Order isa Sacrament, but not com- 
mon to all men, nor will our {#r+o/+k; Dottors fay other- 
wiſe. Againe, they will confelle wich S, Pant, that Mariage 
is alſo a Sacrament, taking ic in that generall ſignification 
wherein the Ancients haue tranſlxed the Greeke word, 
Briefcly, they wilkyceldchar chere be ſcuen, bur not barely 
ſeuen, And in truth there was none of che Ancient Fathers, 
that euer light vpon this number of ſeuen, So that though 
the Huguenots cannot ſo cuenly iurpe vpon the number, ſec- 
ing the Primiciue Church could not doe it z wee may per- 
chance condemne them. of ignorance in Arithmeticke, but 
their errour in Theotogie cannot be ſo grear, 


The difference Bur he may argue,that they are miſtaken in the very nature 
derwixtour Sa- of the Sacraments z becauſe they deny chem to be diſtingui- 
crawents,and ſhed jn forceand veriue,from the Sacraments of the old Law, 


thole of the 
old Law, 
Pag.26, 


Tom. 2.C0MT.1. 
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The cfficacie 
of Baptilauc, 
Pag.23, 


or that they confer grace, | anſwer ; That this 1s ameerefſlan- 
der; forthe H«gnenots doe dittinguiſh rhem trom the Sacra- 
ments of the old Feſtament; and doe affirme, that they doe 
alſo confer grace, What would you defire more of them ? Bur 
not (ſaith he) ex opere operato, The difference then is not in 
the macter,wherher onr Sacraments confer more grace,or are 
of morecthcacie,than thoſe of the old Law but in the manner 
only, by what mcanes this graceisconferrcd As for the man- 
ner, we ſhould not methinks roo narrowly pricinroir,as Be/- 
lar mine very ſagely aduiſeth vs,; Like as in Chriſts miracles 
(ſaith he) rhe parties that were healed, needed net to inquire in 
what manner the garment of Chriſt did cure them, it being ſuffi- 
cient to them to beleene only, that the touch of it wrought the 
cure : tuft ſo i it nct neceſſarie (ſaith he) that the Aimiſters or 
the Receiners of the Sacraments ſhould be curious to hnow, in 
what manner they become the cauſes of onr Iuſtification, 
We come next to the particular Sacraments, whereof hee 
makes mention bur ofrhreeonly : Thatisto ſay, Wu" 
; ee 
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theSacrament of che Alcar, and Penance, Touching Baptiſme, 
they affwrme, ſaich he, That Original ſin ſticks ſo cloſe to man, that 
neither by Baptiſme, nor any ether remedie, canit be gotten off, [ 
anſwer: That euen the Hagaenots confelle as freely as the Catho- 
. Gikes, chat a man 1s waſhed from Originall (inne by Baptiſme, 
which is cnough for a Chriſtian co belceue in this point ; ſothat 
the difference lies meerely in the nicity of the word, whether ic 
ſhould rightlieſt be called Sinne, or noSinne: The Catholikes 
holding, chat che Sinne is fo farreremirted, thac the concupil- 
cence which rematnes, ought not to be called Sinne: The H«- 

venots affirming, char che remaining Concupiſcence may very 
well be called Sinne, although chey herein conſent toche Catho- 
/ikes, Thata man is ſo clearely abſolucd and diſcharged of it,that 
icis not reputed asa Sinne, For which cauſe in no other ſenſe 
doc they deny the grace receined in Eaptiſme, chough they till 
eſteem cheml(c]ues (inners alcogether, than the Debcor doth his 
Credirors mercy z who confefſing chat he hath receiued the fa- 
uour of him, to haue his debts forgiuen, doth neuertheletTe ac- 
knowledge himſclfe his debror. Which way ſocuer ic be taken, 
che ſinner is pardoned,and the debtor diſcharged, and what need 
have we to deltre more ? 

Hee may ſay. perchance againe :; That the Hugwerots erre not Of Infants 
ſo much 1n acknowledging the benefits recciued in Baptiſme, dying without 
becauſe they are not ſo well aware of thedanger that followes the Baprlme. 
want of it : For they affirme (ſaith he) that the cbildren of (hriftians 
may be efteemed righteous, and hane admittance into the kingdome 
of heauen without Baptiſme, notwithſtanding that Teſus Chrijt 
hath ſaid, That whoſoener us not borne againe of water and of the 
Holy Ghoſt, he cannot enter iato the kingdome of heauen: I anſwer: 
that the Hngnenots affirme not, that every clulde borne of Chri- 
ſtan Parents dying withoue Baptiſme 1s ſaued, but thoſe only 
whom God in his eternal] counſci] hath eleRe9, So that the que- 
ſtion is not ſo much about Baptiſme,as about Gods cle&6: wher- 
in there can be nodanger,to confctlc our ignorance, referring ſtill 
Gods ownedecreesto his owne good plcalure, as che [Jaguenors 
doe. For they inſtance not in what children are ele&ted, but for- 
beare to prel{c into Gods cabiner, and out of that to pronounce, 


that ſuch and ſuch children ſhall be ſaued. 
C 2 And 
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And if hereplies againe, That the Election of God 15 neuer de- 
fituce of theſe ſecondarie meanes, and that Bapriſme ische means 
by which he ſaues thoſe that arc elected; and chat it 1s molt ma- 
nifeft ſigne, that choſe who are depriued of this Baptiſme;,are allo 
depriucd of that election : | anfwer z That chere be Catholrtes, 
who tezch, thar a man may be faued without thete ſecondaric 
meanes, S, Damaſlcene, FS, Bririd, and ſome other Cathelihes doe 
hold, tha: che Emperour Trajanesſoule was deliuered our of Hell 
by the prayers of $, Gregory, notwichſtanding that he dicd a Pai- 
mim, and witho.u Bap:iſme. If they then be noc Heretiques,thar 
reach to mercy of God to be ſo great, that he ſaucd one who had 
ſinned atually, norwichtanding that he died withour Faith,and 
without Bapuſme ; why ſhould it be accounted Herelic, to lay, 
that he ſomerimes ſaues lictle Innocents, who neuer had morc 
than Originall Sin ? For it is a more extraordinary thing,to draw 
one out of Hell, than to keepe one from going thither, And whar 
fauour God had ſhewen to one, he may likewiſe ſhew to many. 

As for that text of S, [ohn, Regenerate of water and of the Holy 
Gho#, it 1s to ſhew ; that the ordinary meanes vnto ſaluation,is to 
conioyne the ourward {igne, to the inward grace, according to $, 
Pauls (ayin g,T hat with the heart man belteues ynto righteouſnes,C 
with the tougue he confeſſes to ſaluation;which ſhewes chus much; 
that ordinarily,che outward cofeſlis goes wich the inward affei- 
on:nor can it be inferred our of the former text, That faich can ne- 
uer be without the confcl[15 of themouth,no morethan ircan by 
the other, that Grace cannot be without the waſhing of the body. 

Finding now no great matter in the H47uenots Dotrine blame- 
worthy about che Bapriſme of Chriſt ; he deſcends to the Bap- 
riſme of ſohy : which 1n the H»gaerots opinion differs not ar all 
from that of Chriſt, To which I anſwer ; That all the Huguenors 
hold nor thisapinion: Secondly,that this differenceis ofno ſuch 
great Importance, becauſe that they that hold it, doe irnot to de- 
rogit from the Bapriſme of Chriſt ; for that they efteeme ir nor 
fohns Bapciſme, bur Chriſts, adminiſtred by 7oþn,before-Chriſts 
declaring of himſclfe,as it was by the Apoſtles afrerwards. Finally, 
allehis diſpute is not about Chrifts Baptiſme which the people 
recee,but abour /ohns, which they recciue norzand conſequent- 
ly it matters nor much, to vnderſtand the force & efficacie of it. 


\ In 


The Catholike Moderator, Is 


In the next place followes the Sacrament of the Altar, which Tranſubſtanti- 
comprehends two differences propounded in the anſwer, Which Daw. ; 
be, Chriſts preſence inirz and theSzcrifice of the Maile, Vpon > ** 
the firſt the Hngwuenors are accorded with the {atholikes in the 
thing ic ſelte ; rhat is, That our Sawtour 15 truly preſent in the holy 
Sacrament, 2nd that ie doe cat his body, and drinkc his blood. 

The difference on!y lies in the manner, how he 1s preſent, & how 

we cat 2nd drinke him. Which errour cannot touch che tounda- 

tion of Fauch, tor as much as, according to our Ciholrge Dottors 

opinion, ir was letttree for euerie man, by the ſpace of 1000 

yeeres after Chriſts death, to belecue this preſence of his, in what 

manner they thought beſt, prouided thar they belecue it ar all, 

W hence it 15 manitelt, that ir is bur the Hrgaenors ill luck ro liue 

in ſuck a rigorous age of the Church, otherwiſe they ſhould nor 

tor this haue beene heretickes, For diuers of the ancient Fathers 

were infeted with this errour, Theodoret, yea and Gelaſires roo, Theod.Dtalog, 
who wasalſo Pope,haue written in exprelle words, That cuen af Gelafus ub. de 
rertche Conſecration of theſe holy Mylteries, the very nature and —_——— 
ſubſtance of che bread remained ſtil]. True ic is that the Hugne- 

nots may well beſhent for reuiuing of this errour, when they ſee 

chat the Church of Rowe, and which 15s more, the Pope himſelfe 

hath condemned it ; neuerthelelle ſeeing that Gelaſizs, who was 

likewiſe a Pope, held the veric ſame error z we Catholtkes ſhould 

doe well to qualific it all we can, for the reputation of the Sea 
eApoſtolitque, 

Now for the Sacrifice of the Malle, they both confelTe with S*. The Sacrifice - 
Paul, that there is bur oneSacrifice for (inne, namely, that one of ** **< Malſe. - 
Teſus Chriſt vpon the Crofle ; in ſuch ſort, that the {atholikes af- "9 
firmenor, that they make any new Oblation, bur only repreſenc 
that former one, ſo oftentimes ouer, as they celebrate the Eucha- 
riſe, in which Chriſtis continually offered vp, But for azmuch as 
. St, Pax teaches, That there is not only but #xe Sacrifice, bur alſo Heb.7.10. 
that Icſus Chriſt is but once offered : this DoRrine of ours had 
neede be verie ſubcilly interpreted, which no man in my iudge- 
ment could fnelier doe then S*.7 homas Aquinas, whoſaith, That rhom.:: pert. 
this Sacrament is named an Immolation of Chriſ#, in two regards, queft.83.drtic.t, 
the firſt, for that ( as S*, Anſtin ſaith ) Signes arecalled by the names 
of the things whereof they be Signes : the ſecond, for that by vertue 

C. 3 of 
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of this Sacrament,we are made partakers of the death of Ieſiss Chrift. 
Well, ler vs ſee then how far the Hugwenots accord with S*, The- 
mas in theſe ewo manners of the offering vp of Chriſt Icſus. For 
the firſt, ſeeing that it is collefted out of Se, Avſten, let vs heare 
him in his owne words, He falſfies not (faith he ) who ſaves that 
Ieſus Chriſt ts offered vp eerie day, for if the Sacraments had not a 
kind of bn of the things whereof thry be Sacraments, they 
cotld mor be Sacraments at ally and by reaſm of this reſemblance, 
the J ord mari take the names of the t Nene them ſelnes, According 
co which interpretation the Fagucndts will allo ſay, that Chriſt 1s 
eftcred vp in the Sacrament, for as miuch as the Sacraments hauc 
the name of the things which they fignific, And ſeeing that the 
Euchariſt ſignifies the death of Chriſt, a man may- well giue che 
ſame tearme to the-Euchariſt, which he does to his death, And 
for as much as he was offercd vp by his death, the Huguenets will 


.confelle likewiſe, that he is alſo offered vp in the Euchariſt, by 


reaſon ( as St, Auſten ſaith ) of this reſemblance betweene chera, 
Concerning the ſecond reſpeA,for which S.Thomas ſaics,that 
the Euchariſt 1s called the [mmelatien of [eſus Chriſt, thar 1s, tor 
that in the Sacrament we are made partakers of the death of [eſus 
Chriſt ; the Hageenors will alſo agree thercunto, For it 1s their 
common phraſe of ſpeech to ſay, that in- this Supper they arc 
made partakers of the death and paſſion of Ieſus Chriſt. Now if 
there beany third way of offering, queſtionleſle it is no matter of 
any great 1mportance;for that F.7homas was ſo good a Catholike, 


and ſoſubtle a Logician, and aboue all, ſo experienced in the dr- 


{tinftionsand ochier ſtraragems of the Schoole, would neuer haue 
made mention barely of tewo-manners of offerings, had there been 
any third of any conſequence, 
Thelaſt Sacrament which he inſtances in,is Penance, wherein 
the Author of the anſwer obſerues no difference,but onely names 
rin that faſhion , that I cannot ſee what fault hee findes in the 
Huguenot; dotrine, But to picke out his meaning, I trow, that 
the difference lies principally in two points : That 15to lay, Whe- 
ther this Pexance be well called a Sacrament,or not ;z and ſecond- 
ly, What betheparts of it. *For the fir point, ofthe titleof Sa- 
crament ; It 1s but a wrangling about the word, as | haue ſhewed 
bcfore, when 1 diſcourſt of the numbee of the Sacramen tA for 


the 
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' the party; Namely, Contr#ion, Confeſſion, and Satufattion, if thar 
he blames the Hugnemets for not holding them properly parts 
thereof ; I anfwer him, That neither doc all Catholikes hold 
them ſo:For Darandi makes but two parts, Confeſſion and Ab/o- 
luton, and Yeorrs ſaies, that there is but one, which is Abſclution, 

Bur if the queſtion be whether theſe three things berequilice 
or not,the Hugzenots will alſo fay that they arc ; to wit, that it1s 
necellary fora Penitent co haue Contricion and ſorrow of heart, 
to confel[eand acknowledge our (ins vato God,nay,and thats 

roficable alſo ro confetle them to the Pattors of che Church, bur 
not ſo abſolutely necearic ; becauſe (according tothe indgmenc 
ofthe learned Catholikes)this Auricular Conteflon was never 1n- 11 Anat. ad. 
ſticute&by God, nor yctofa long time praftiſed in the Church  #%-70l.gde pe- 
as Beatus Rhenanis, who was himielfe a Catholike, hatch very well "0 * 
ob(crued, 

Finally, as for SatisfaMion, it is to be conſidered eicher in this 
lite,or in the like to come in Purgatory, That in this lite,the F7u- 
gxenots approue of, and teach it ro bee molt neceſſary to Saſua- 
tion,to giue fatistation to men whom we hauc any way offended, 
and in regard of our fins againſt God,to walke in newnelle of lite, 

Moreouer, they confetle that God puniſherh men in this life by 
remporall atHiQtions,yea,cuen thofe whoſe fingare pardoned, 

Tis true indeed, that they deny any ſarisfation or puniſhment Purgareric, 
to be in Purgatory after death for (linne : but herein their error Pag 26. 
cannot be greatzfirlt becauſe, Azften purs ir down no otherwiſe ,,,  , 
than as aching probable and not necetTary, ſaying no more, but, pg, 2þ-26, 4 
It may be that it Is true, And ſecondly, becauſe chat neither can the 
Catholikes agrce vpon it among(trhemfelues ; ſome of chem pla- 
cing Purgatory here vpon carch, others vnder it ; ſome neicher 
abouc,nor below, bur 1a the Aire. Some athrime,thatall the Elc 
ſhall goe thither,yeathe Apoſtles and Martyrs themſcluex:others 
thruſt in thoſe only, who haue:nort 1n this life giuentull ſarisfact: 5 
for their fins, And tor the fire, ſome would haue it a Mueriall fires 
ſome, hre and water;others, neicher of both, Laſtly, ſome there be 
thatteach,that the ſoules aretherecormented by Deuils;orhers, by 
Angels,others by neither of both, How then l pray is this quelt:6 
likely co be fo necgſary,about w*Þ chere is fo much vacertain wy, 

that-: 
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that we neicher know (as I haue ſhewedJ, who they 
chicher, nor whereitis, nor by whomehey areco be rormentetd, 


nor what they are to ſuffer, The diffegenct then berwixe the Ca. 
tholtkes and the Huguenot, 1s but this.z That the Hagwenors be- 
Iceue it not at all, and the Catholikes know hot what they belecue, 

Sec here in briefethe Huguenots opinions vpon the points be- 
fore mentioned, by which we may percciue their errours not to 
bein the ſubſtance of Faith , and doe not. therefore hinderthem 
from being of the Church and Carhobke Religion, For cuery cr- 
rour in Theologie doth not —_— man from the Church, $, 
Cyprian was an Anabaprift in the point of Rebaprization,and yer 
was he a Martyr. S. Hierome ( as I ſaid before ) held thoſe bookes 
of Scripture for Apocryphall, which the Councellof Trexr hath 
ſince concluded to be Canonicall, and yer remaines hee ſtill Ca- 
nonized fora Saint. Tertsll/ian one of the ancient Fathers fell to 
be a Montaniſt: And Origen alone held as-many errours, as all 
the Hugnenots togerher ; yer was he oneof the moſt famous Do- 
ors of the whole Church. Andto come neercr to our times ; In 
how many queſtions of Diuinitic did Scorzs and Thomas Agui- 
»as difter,the rwo prime pillars of Schoole-Diuinitic ? Melchior 
Canus and Bellarmine accuſe Caietane of diuers errors, who for 
all chat remaines one of the venerable Colledge of Cardinals. 
The Dommicans and Franci/cans could neuer yet agree aboutour 
Ladies conception, yer be both of them held for very good Ca- 
tholikes. So that, as I ſaid, the Hugmnenots may very ately be ac- 
counted good Cathelikes, ſo long as they hold the foundation of 
Diuinitic, alchough they put ſome few tyles out of order on the 
roofc of the houſe, and build with hay and ſtraw :vpon condition 
ſtill, that (as S.Pas! ſaich) it be vpon the ſame foundation, Other- 
wiſe we muſt conclude, the Martyrs, the Saints, the ancicnt Fa- 
thers,the Doors ofthe Church,the primeSchoolemen,the Car- 
dinals,yeaand the Catholikes themſclues,to be no Catholikes. 
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athelthes ar well as the Huguenots doe not agree with 
neient Charch in matter of Ceremonies : and that there- 
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cheir apparell; ſoin che Church like- 

wiſe we conlider the Doctrine, and 

the Ceremonies. As for the dorine 

or body of Religion, I haue ſhowne 

in che former Chaprer that the Hu- 

uenots haue rhe braine, the heart, 

and che liuer, and all other che vitall 

parts, whole and ſound : that is,that they yer hold all che prin- 

*  Ccipallpoincs of faith, and that che maine thing that can ſeeme 

co be blamed in chem, is, that they have ſome certaine warts 

or ſpots in their skinne; certaine errors ] meane, in the cir- 

} cumſtances and application of char faich. Now for the appa- 

rell and ceremony of Religion, I confelle that the Church of 

the Huguenots is not ſo gorgeoully or richly ſet out asthe 

Church of Rome, and is for £ ſame cauſe not ſo well enter- 

tained, and moredeſpiſcd in the Courts of great Princes and 

Monarches of the world: which 1 iudgeto be thereaſon why 

the Catholike Apology endeuoured co cxcuſethe timple and 

naked Ceremonies of the Reformed Church, wichout any in- 

tent thereby to diſparage the gorgeous and pay attire of che 

Catholike Churchy but co ſhew onely; That wee ſhould not 

ſo meanly eſteeme this ourward (impiicity, as to condemneiec 

withour hearing. Euen as that officer would bec held too ri- 

ide and ſeucre, that would hinder a poore man from preſen=- 

ting his Pcticion tothe Prince, becauſc hee is not clad like a 
Courrtier. 

Thereaſon for which the Apology doth excuſe them, is, 

for that the ancieat Church did ſometimes heretofore concene 

her ſelfe with che like ſimpliciry. Now vpon this occaſion 


che Author of the anſwer perſwades himſelfe chat he hath got- 
D cen 


Kome agrees 
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ren a preat 2duantage vpon the Catholike Apology : Becauſe 
(faith he) he can proue,thar divers of theſe ceremonies which 
che Huguenots doercie are very ancient: To which Þ'an- 
ſwer, That | willingly accept as much as hee grants, that is, 
that he cannot prouethar all the ceremonies of the Church of 
Rome be moſt ancient, but onely (as he ſaith) ders of them. 
As for thoſe diuers which hee 1n{tancerh in, that you may ſee 
how impertinent they are, [ will make it appeare in theſe rwo 
things: Firlt, thathe doth nor proue againſt che Huguenots 
tharctheChurch of Rome doth agree with theancient Church 
intheſelfe ſame ceremonies. Secondly, that admitting that _ 
the ancient Church had them 1n vſe, yer are not the Huguc- 
nots ro be condemned for having diſuſed them. 

For the firſt point : my purpoſe is not to condemne 
the ceremonies of our Mother the holy Church, but lincethat 
our (ide are fo ſtrait laced, as to hinder our reconciliation for a 
thing ſo indifferent as theſe ceremonies are ;] haueraken the 
boldnelſe to oppoſe them: and to ſhew, T hat the Huguenors 
may calily anſwer the argument which hee alleages : which [ 
write not coiuſtifie chem, but with a purpoſe char weeſhould 
not ſo confidently allure our ſelues, chat all is ſo cleare on our 
fides. Ler vs heare then how the Huguenots may anſwer the 
15 examples which he bringeth. 

The firſt example is S fone of the (roſe : concerning 
which,the Huguenors will confelle that ic hath beene ancient. 
ly ved ; but that che vſe of this was brought intothe Church, 
vpon a particular occaſion, and proper onely tothat age. For 
the Pagans amongſt whom the Chriſtians in thoſe dayes con- 
verſed, were wont when they met with a Chriſtian co make 
the {1gne of the croiſe in deriſion of their Chriſtianicy,for thar 
the God whom they worſhipped was hanged vpon a croſle; 
ſothat he Chriftians, to ſhew that they were nor aſhamed of 
ſuch adeach,in al their ations would ſtil make the ſign of the 
crolſe. But now this occaſis being taken away,the Huguenots 
may 'ikewiſc ſay,that it is not neceſſary to corinuethe practice 
no more then it is ro apply aplaiſter toa woid already healed. 

As tor praying tothe Eaſt: 1 never yet knew any Huguenot 
that 
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that held it vnlawfull co pray towards the Eaſt, nor any Ca- 9H 
tholike that thought ic vnlawfull to pray alſo: towards other Praying w- 
quarters of the world. What morethen is there to be ſaid be- =o = Eak 
eweenethem, bur onely that it is an indifferent cuſtome, which **5'** 
hath nor beenealwayes ſo ſtriftly obſerued in all Churches. 
For Socrates faich thir inthe Church of Antiech, the high 754.5.cap.21 
Altar was placed cleane contrary, and towards the Welt. 
As for the 1nneration of the Euchariſt, our aduerſary af- 

firmes, that it appcarech by Saint Bafile, That this innocation Inuocation of 
was then an1from the Apoſtles time pratl;ſed, when they ſhewed the Euchariſt 
the Euchariſt. anſwer; that theſe words makenothing againſt 
the Huguenots,for a man may very well vic inuocation in the 
time of the celebration of the Sacrament, and all the while di- 
re his invocation to God, and notto the Sacrament. True 
it is, that there was'a ſpecial] Prayer appointed for that pur- 
poſe, which Saint Ba/i/e thought to haue beene a tradition of 
the Apoſtles: But now the Catholikes themſelues doe not any 
longer obſerue thar forme of prayer : and it cannot be found 
in any antiquity, what forme of prayer that was, which Saint 
Baſile ſpeakes of. So thatif.chis prayer were an Apoſtolicall 
tradition, our Church hath had ſmall care in preſeruing tt ; 
which made me belecue that we have ſomethings put vpon 
vs vnder the ritle of Apoliolicall cradicion, which are not ſo. 
For it is ftiI] as caſte ro invent ſome new tradition, which wee 
haue not yer received, as to forget thoſe which we haucalrea- 
dy entertained. For God ordinarily where he takes away the 
memory, ſupplies that defeA with inuention and ſufficiency 
of judgement, It being very wiſely done, when we haue loſt 
onetradirion, to pur another in the place, thereby to keepe 
the number full till, and' entire, 

The fourth example is of Hallowing the water in Bapti/me. 
Now the Huguenots will confetſe with Saint Befile, that the Blefling of the 
water of Baptiſme oughtto bee ble{ſed: Burt this they deny; woo Bap- 
chat this hallowing was ſuck heretofore, as thatnow in vic ,-, 
with vs. For as much as they ſay, That water and all other wm” 
creatures are fan&ified by God already: and particularly that 


the water of Baprtiſme needs no benediion co make it more 
D 2 holy ; 
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holy ; becauſe (as faith Saint Chry/oftome ) Chriſt by his Bap. 
tiſine hath bleſſed all waters, But if my Antagoniſt will pro- 
ceed further to inferre, that the water in Bapriſme ought of 
neceſſity ro be hallowed inthe ſame ſort thatit is now ;I ſay 
that Enſebius writes that Conſtantine the Great would haue 
men to baptiſe in Tordan z and yer I never heard thac all the 
water of Iordan was made holy water. 

They will fay 25 much of the cowſecration of the Oyle : the 
word conſecration at the firſt, ſignifying no more then the in- 


and vic of Oyle flirution of a ſignero an holy vic. And as for the vic of oyle, 
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hike as the ancient Church made vſc of it in Bapriſme, ſo did 
they alſo of milke and honey ; neither of which are any more 
in vic, no not in the Romance Church. Why then (ſhould the 
Huguenots be blamed more for the want of one ceremony, 
then the Catholikes would be for want of anocher? And this 
alſo ſernes ro diſproue that other example which followes, 10 
wit, that the Romane Chutch agreeth with the ancicnc in all 
the ceremonies of Baptiſme. 

His next examples of the Faſt in Zent, which Saint Hie- 
rome eſtecmes for an Apoſtolicall tradition, To which the 
Huguenors will anſwer, that Epiphanixe faich, thaticis an A- 
nollol all cradition alſo to faſt yvpon Wedneſdayes and Fry- 
dayes,except ypon thoſe berwixt Eaſter and Whitſontide : in 
which time the ſaid S. Hieromein the very book pI by the 
Anſwerer,faicth that it is vnlawfullro faſt:& yer dothe Cacho- 
bkes faſtnotwithſtiding vponFridates in that very cime, Why 
then are the Huguenors more to be blamedfordiluſing che cu- 
ſtome of the ancient Church 1n the obſcruation of the forty 
dayes before Eaſter,then the Catholikes, for dilſenting from 
the ſame Chnrch,in the obſeryation of the 5a. dayes after ? 

Concerning the ſacrsfiee for the dead, it 2 peares. by that 


——_ the Liturgy ofthe Greckes, which is read inthe fift Tome of Saint 
Chryſeſtemes workes, that they made mention. amongſt che 

dead (for whom they madetheir oblations). of the Apoſtles 
and Marytrs; who according co the iudgement of all parties, 
doe goe direRtly into heauen, and have no need of any ſuch 
obtation as men offer acthis day, ferche caſing ofthe ſoules 
departed, 
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departed, So as the Huguenors will fay, that it muſt needs 

follow that che foules of the Saints which are in Paradiſe are 

holpen by ſuch oblations, (which none of the wiſer Catho- 

likes will mainraine) or elſe that the ſayd ſacrifice for the dead 

was no other thing then a Commemoration made inthe time of 

the Celebration of the Eucharift;and thus much che wiſer ſort 
of Huguenots will not find fault withall, 
Thenext example is ofthe Bapri/me of Infants : which the 9 
Huguenots allow of as well as the Catholikes, _ of ins 
As for the mixing of water with the wine in the Chalice, ** 
this in the judgemenc of the better learned Catholikes,is not a zy;ue 
thing ſo necel[arily required. And why then ſhould we blame water with the 
the Huguenors for omitting this ceremony ? In like mayner wine in the 
the better learned amongſt the Hugenots will confelle that ic Chalice. 
is lawfull : and why then ſhould they blame the Catholikes 
for obſeruing it ? That which is not neceſſary may lawfully 
be omitted, and that obſcrued which is lawfull. 

Another example is of perperuall ſingle bife, which the Hugues 11 
nots blame not - but they will ſay that the obſernation of it in Perperuall 
thoſe times was yoluntary,and not cenſtrained; and that men {gc Le. 
were neuer compelled to vow it,as appears by the yery Cang6s 
themſelues.The {Þurch(ſ{aith one Cano) after the conflumtion of 
the Apoftles,added ſome connſell of perfeition,as this of the ſingle life 
of Priefls: where we may obſeruc 2.things againſt the anſwer ;; 
one is,that ſingle life was ordained by way of counſel, not of 
commandement:the other,thatir was ordained fincethe Apoe 
ftles times,& could cherefore be no tradicionof the Apoftles, 

The next example is of the/e/itary or contemplative /ife 12 
which the Hugvenors will not abſolutely condemne:bur they Solicary life, 
may well fav that ic hath beene in times paſt, much differenc 
from this of our Hermites and Anchorics at this day.For they 
which firſt brought in this manner of living,obſerved it onely 
in che time of perſecution, to auoid idolatry, and all other oc- | 
calions of being enforced to ynlawfull ations bythe tyrancs __ Riftor. 
which then ruled: as the Eccleſiaſticall ſtories doteſtific in the — Fey 
lives of $. Paxland S. Autbony, therwo firſt Hermics. PR ee F 
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the very yeare when each ofthem was inuented, And whar 
though thenameof Monks was viuall inthe [—_ Church 
yer were they then other manner of Monkes, then ours at 
this day, For firſt, they earned their livings by the ſweat of 
their browes.Secondly, divers of them were marryed, as A- 
rbanaſius.writes.Finally,the Huguenots will fay,that chere was 
never Monke in the Primitive Church chat killed a King ; nor 
any Catholike in thoſe times, that would haue approued it, 
There remaines the election cf meats ; which the Hugue- 
nots approue,ſothat it be done with diſcretion,and not meer- 
ly for conſcience, according to the cuſtome ef the ancient 
Church. Forthe better clearing of this point, we may (me 
thigkes) diſtinguiſh betweene the difference of meats, and 
the choyce of meats. For the Huguenots will ſay,that there is 
no difference of meats in reſpe& of Religion ; for tha ir is 
lawfull ro cat indifferently of all forts of mcats, without ma- 
king ſcruple of Conſcience 5 butthat men for che caming of 
their fleſh may abitaine from ſuch mears, as they finde to pro- 
vokechem to concupiſcence: which kindeof abſtinence be- 
cauſe it is left tree, rothe choiſe of him char faſtech, may pro- 
perly be called Eletion of meats, For the Apoſtles (ſaith the 
Eccleliaſticall Story) haueleft iro euery mans hbercie, to vſe 
as well in their faſts, as on other dayes, ſuch kinds of mears as 
they beſt like of, Whereas the Fafts enioyned by the Church 
of Rome, may rather ( will the 'Hugnenors ſay) be called 
eA Preſcription of meats, then a free Eleftion + Becauſe Flei- 
on is ſtill yoluntary, and their abſtinence is conſtrained. 
Finally, concerning Hely-daies , which they call an A po- 
ſtolicall rradition, I ſay, that the Eccleliaſticall Stories ſhew 
che cleanc contrary ; For Socrates ſaith 1n expreiſe words, 
That the ApoiHes ordained nothing concerning Holy-dayes, Again, 
they which ſuppoſed them to haue beene ordained by the A- 
poſtles, are enforced at lengch, co place the obſeruation of 
theey in the Clatſe of things indifferent. For of all the Feſtiuall 
dajes, there was not one of them which hath beene obſerued 
with more deuorion then Eafterday;which notwichftandin 
the Weſtcrne Church yicd co celebrateypon Sunday, and he 
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Eafterne,ypon other daies :the one confirming their cuſtome 
by the cradicion of $. Peter and Payl, and the other by thetra« 
dition of Php and [ohn. Which controverſie, was thus ta» 59%7-19- 
ken vp betwixt Polycarps , and Yiftor Bilhop of Rome; 
namely, that the obſcruation of ic ſhould belett free and in- 
| different. Now the Huguenots docnor ſimply condemne 
the obſcruation of Holy-daies,bur only che forcing ro the ob- 
| ſeruation of them, Forin England, Germany, Switzerland, 
and other Countries, where the pretended Reformed Religj- 
on is eſtabliſhed, chey to this day obſerue divers Saints dates, 


wichout reprchen(ion of the Huguenots in France. 
But put the caſe, that the vſe of all the foreſaid Ceremo. That the Hu- 


nies were ſuch in the ancient Church, as they now are the DET; ERR 
Romnane ; yet ſay I, that all theſe examples make nothing to "X "ple IF 
the purpoſe s Foraſtnuch as Ceremonies (as I hauefaid) are (4c >a uy 
but che apparell, which alters the faſhion euery foot, and are nies of the * 
firred to time and place: which our Aduerfary himſelfe con. ancienr. 
felſerh. For, knowing that the moſt parr of our Ceremonics © 
were vnknowneto the Ancients}, he hath no other Anſwer 
chen this , which will alſo ſerue ro anſwer him againe, v2: 
T hat it matters not much, wherher the Eccleliaſticall Ceremo- 
nies were in v{c in the Primitiue Church, or were newly taken 
vpin theſc latter times. Now the Scriptures (will the Hu- 
guenots ſay) denounces the ſame curſe againſt thoſe which 
adde, as againſt thoſe which take away : ſo that it be Jaw- 
fall for the Romane Church to addeany thing to the ancient 
Ceremonies, it is as lawfull for them allo to take away, eſpe- 
cially choſe which hauc beene added, 

Secondly, the Church is oalled Primiriue, cither in regard 
of it ſelfe, becauſe it is truly ancient ; or in reſpeR of che mo- 
derne Church of Rome, as it is more ancient in its ſelfe. If we 
ſpeake now of the Church, as it is ancient in it ſelfe ; the Hu- 
guenors will ſay, that there is no reſemblance berwix: the Ce- 
remonies of the ancient Church and thoſe of the moderne, 
Bur if we ſpeake of that which is more ancient then ours, 

om which only our Aduerſaries Arguments are drawne) 


they will ay, that'(befides all this, that the moſt part - our 
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Ceremonies are different) yet at that time alſo were there 00 
coo many inthe Church ; in ſo much as Sainc _—_— in his 


chem, 


Finally,as the ancient-Church had ſome Ceremonies which 
theHuguenots have not; ſo had ic likewiſe others, which the 
Church of Rome hath not; as Milke and Honey in Bapriſme, 
and thefaſhionof plunging the [afanc thrice to the bottome: 
which haue bcene abrogated (as Saint Thomas ſaith) roauoid 
the calumnies of the Sabcllians, who for this cuſtome repro- 
ched the Chriftians,that they worſhipped three Gods. From 
whence we may colle&, how indifferent chings theſe Cere- 
monies are, ſolong as they are not abuſed : and onthe other 
ſid@how lawfull it is, yea, and how necelTary, rotakeaway 
the vſc of them, for preucnting of an inconuenience. So 
that we may ſay thus much in the Huguenors bchalfe ; that 
they doe, not in this point, ſwarue ſo much from the praQtice 
of the ancient Church, ſeeing they doc not condemne thoſe 
divers Ceremonies which were praRtiſcd anciently ; notwith- 
ſtanding, that they doe now forbearechgm, eſpecially when 
they haue obſcrucd chem to change into much ſuperſtiri- 
On, as that our better learned Catholikes, doe euen laugh at 
the poore people, whom they themſclues hauc abuſed. 
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CaP, 3. 
That the doftrine of the Hugwenots hath not beene condemned by 
an) lawſall Indgement, before the Conncell of Trem, 


(<3 [cherto haue Iſpoken of the Huguenots Reli- 
N= 281 | gionas it is inicſelfe, As well in DoQtrine, as 
"(521 in Ceremonies, viz: That Ceremonies be 

© ? Os things indifferent ; And asfor their errors in 
DS37 dodrine, that they be not in the foundation 
of faith, So chat they, not being Hercrikes in reſpett of the 
wickedneſle of their epinions ; let ys now traucrſethe Indite- 
ment, to finde whether they be ſo by condemnation. Now 

eur Aducrſarie co conuiR them, produces the Decrees of di- 

var 
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ers Councels : to which, before I make anſwer, I will pro- 
oſetheie 4 Conlideracions. 

T he firſt 15 chis : Whether a generall and lawfull Councell, 1 Con{id. 
may erre or not in che ſubſtance of faich ; ſeeing that it 1s aug.Epift.t1 2, 
made vp of men, in whole ceftimonie (as ſaith $, Avguſtine ) 
there 1 ſo litcle certaintie, his words be theſe ; e4 man was be- 
leene the Sereptu- es, without doubting ; but for any other teſt imo- 
nies, ut ts lawful ether to belecne them or not tobeleene them, So 
as this priuiledge, ro be of an irrefageable certainrie, is only gi- 
ven tothe Scriptures : whichif ir be true, then all the pallages 
which are drawne from the auchoritie of Councels, arc thus 
farre torth only, of weight, as they can be made good by the 
Scriptures. Neuertheletſe, chis being the common anſwtr of 
the Huguenors : I will make no further vſeof it; bur hkea 
erue Cacholike, confefle this co be an infallible Maxime; 
That a /awf{l and general (onncell, cannot erre m the ſub- 
ftance of farth, 

The ſecond is : Whetherif ſuch a generall Councell may 2 Confe. 
erre, thovgh nor in the ſubſtance of taich ; yer acleaſt in other 
points of Diuinitie of lefle conlequence; And if they may erre 
in theſe, chen, ſecing (as ] have ſhowne) that the Huguenots 
errors be not in the ſubſtance of faith, that it followes here- 
upon, Thar the Councels may erre in their definitive decili- 
ens of thoſe Controucrlies which are berwixt the H uguenots 
and vs, being only points of letler conſequence, Whereupon 
it followes, T hat his ſecond ſort of herelic becomes ſupernu- 
merary, and their errors not bring hereſies in their owne na- 
ture, cannot be made herel1es by bare condemnation. For the 
reaſon why he is counted an Heretike, who reliſts the De- 
crees of a Councell, is ; for thac in doing (s, he relift: the 
Judgement of the Holy Ghoſt, which doth till, and infalli- 
bly, accompany the Councel}. Bur now, if the Holy Ghoſt 
be no further forth promiſed ro afſ1it the Councel],then when 
it treateth of things neccflary to ſaluation 3 Then they, who 
hold ſome reners contrary tothe Councell in ocher things, do 
not herein relift the iudgement of the Holy Ghoſt, and by $:2;leton Prin- = 


conſequence are no Heretikes, Stapleton, profetior of the £17.00tirin,cont. 
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Controverſies at Doway, and one of the moſt learned Catho- 
[ kes of our mes, who hath written moſt accurately of this 
Argurent )ho!ds, That che holy Ghoſt is onely promiſed to 
aſſiit che Councells in necelſary chings, and that in other 
things they may erre. And e Andrade himſelfe, who dc- 
fends the Councell of Tremr ,in the very ſame Booke wherein 
hee docs defend ic as generall, lawfull, and found in the mat- 
rer of Faich , condemnes the vulgar tranſlation of the Bibie, 
as corrupted, although the ſaid Councell had authorized it for 
authencicall; ſo liccle did heetruſt ro the iudgement of Coun- 
cells in chings which were belide the elſence of faith. 

But admicting thus much ;Thar a lawfull Councell cannot 
erreat all, yeris there ill a third difficulty 3 viz. Whether 
cheſe Councelis which hee produceth againſt the Hugwenors 
bee lawfull: which euen a Catholike may ſafely deny ; for as 
much as there bee divers milltties to bee found inthem, and 
namely in their manner of proceeding, which are no where 
found in the ancient Councells, as I will ſhew in the next 
Chapter, when I creat of che Councell of Trent, Now, the 
Hugnenots will bee very well content to bee tryed by the An- 
cient Councells,held in the firſt 600 yearcs of Chrilt ; name- 
ly, vncill ſuch time as the Pope (as they ſay) having gotten ſo 
abſolutea Monarchie in che Church, rooke away the libercy 
of Councells,and {ubictted the ſuffrages of the other Biſhops 
to gine with him : now all the Councels allezdged by our Ad- 
uer{aricare (ince thar time. 

There remaines a fourth difficulty, namely, Whether the 
Huguemts have beenc iuftly condemned by che latter Coun» 
cells. Now vpon theſe foure con(iderations, a man may per- 
cciue how frivolous his brags are ofcheCouncels;for as much 
as heis ablero concladenothing , vnletle he hath Jeaue gran- 
red him beforc hand to adde what authority ro the Councels 
he pleaſerh ; ro make what Councells lawfull hee liſteth , and 
toforce the Councells to ſpeake what hee would have chem: 
The moſt innocent man in the world might bee conuited 
by ſuch proofes, if aman would belecue without further ex- 
aunation, whatſocuer cucry witneſs ſhall bring againſt him: 

and 
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and when his Aduerſary alſo ſhall haue leaue, both topacke 
the witnetles at his owne pleaſure, and allo to wdgeof their 
teſtimonies. 

Bur toreturne to our purpoſe, Let ys ſeenext, whether the 
Huguenots ſtand lawfully condemned by thoſe Councells 
which hee producerh, or not, The Catholike Apologie de- 
nies it ; whereby ( in my conceit) hee ſhewes a rear deale of 
zealcrothe Romane Religion, For, conſidering what a world 
of people arc infefted with the Hugnenors dodtrine, by reaſon 
thac it 15 not yet condemned by any lawfull forme of procee- 
ding; he endeuors to perſwade with the Catholikes, to cauſe 
a lawfull Councell ro bee called ro confutechem, ro theend, 
that che Huguenots might bee ſatisfied by being ſhewed rheir 
errors , and bce left without cxcule for reiefting the dofrine 
of the Church of Rowe, Bur obſeruing that therebee many 
ſedicious Carholikes (who rather chirſt co kill cheir bodies, 
chen to ſaue their ſoules) doc hinder ſo holy a deligne, vnder 
colour, that they bee already condemned by other Counce!l:: 
The Catcholike Apology doth very well herein,to aduiſe them 
not todeliſt for all this, but copurſue fo good an enrerpriſe ; 
for as much as che former Decrees , by which the Hagnenors 
ftand condemned:are not of ſuch authoricy, bur that they may 
appealefromthemro an higher power. So that wee muſt 
ſue our another Procelle againſt them, to get ſuch a Iudgment 
as they themſelues ſhallneuer bee ableto except againſt. Now 
our Aduerſary anſwers , that there is no neede to take this 
courſe , affirming that they bee indeed caft already by ſuch a 
Indgment ; which hee proues by two reaſons, Oneis, that 
the doftrine of the Romane Church hath beene publikely 
confirmed by generall Councells, before chat of Trent. The 
ſecond is, thatthe Hnguenorr religion 1s the ſame wich that 
of ancient Herettkes, which hach beene hererofore con- 


demned. % 


For the firft, Thechiefe Controuerfie is (faith hee) abovt Trapfubſlanci- 
the Sacrament of the Lords Supper ; which is not onely de- ation; 


termined by rhe Councell of Trent, bur alſo by ceone moft an- 


cigar councels of the Church. To make good which aflertion, 
E 2 hee 


Ns 
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he cites the Councell of Vercelles , Towrs, I ienna , ( *nffance, 
Florence : and of five others,celebrated at Rome;the chiefe of 
which was that of Lateran , vnder -[nnocrnt the third, And 
theſe be the tenne Councels which our Aducriary ſtyles the 
moſt ancient Councells ofthe Church, Certaineiy, then was 
che Church a long ume with ut Councels, tor che ancientelt 
of theſe was 1000 yearcs after the Apoltles rimes, Bur perade- 
uenture he meanes it onely of the Church of Rem, as it 15 dif- 
ferent in doctrine from the ancient Church; which 1s as much 
to ſay , As theſe Councells are the molt ancient of this (Ro- 
mane) Church, which not long before the celebrating of 
theſe Councells, became a new Church, and quite concrary 
to the former. And in this tenſe, hee doth not -ccount theſe 
Councells as ſimply ancient, but the moſt ancient onely of 
that Church . which is not ancient. | can but wonder how he 
comes {o1ll aduiſed, as to giue this aduantage co the Hugae- 
wots, 25 toconclude vpon him out of his owne premiſes ; That 
our holy mother Church of Rome, ts a new Church: and ſogiuea 
hint ro the vulgar to diſcover by his owne confeſſion, that it 
is ſo indeed. Which inconuenience, the Author of the Ca- 
tholike Apologie was better awate off co prevent 1t,for know- 
ing very well, that weare not ableto make good the dodtrine 
o! che Romane Church by the ancient Conncells, he adviſeth 
rather that wee ſhould labour the calling of a new one ; leſt 
that by vrgingcheother, which indeed bee not ancient, the 
common people might come by this meanes to ſuſpett that 
our do@trine is new, | 
But to rerurne to the ſaid Councells: beſides this, that 
they arc all new, there be alſo ſeuen of the tenne which were 
never received for geacrall, by the moſt learned defenders of 
the Romanereligion; and by the opinion therefore of thoſe 
very \ atholikes , they may erre, and by conſequence it will 
beelawfullte appeale from them to a generall Councell, luſt 
as the opinion of S. (prian abour R, b:prization, being con- 
d: mned at Rorme in 2 particular Councell, by Pope {orneling, 
and the ſentence ratitied by Pope Stephan ; yer d1d $ Cyprias 
Fucrtheleile continue in his former opinion , acculin g both 


the 
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the Popes and the Councels of errour ; which certainely hee 
would not haue done, had hee eſteemed the authority of a 
particular Councel), without appeale : wher«by it appeares , 
that of choſe tenne Councells which hee vrgeth, theaie be bur 
three , namely, that of Lateran, of Fienna, and of Florexce, 
which be eiteemed general}, even by the Catholikes them- 
ſclues : and ſo by conſequence onely three, which have pow- 
er definitively to determine, and not to bee ſubiect ro an aps 
pcalc to bee made from them. 


As for the Decree of that Councell of Lateran, wee ought Councell of 


not ro thinke it range, thar the Hugrences except againſiit, 
ſeeing that the ſaid Councel), in the tudgement euecn of the 
Cacholikes chemſclues might erre, in the ſentence ginen a« 
g2inlt chem ; for Scotwa ſaith of Tranſnbſtantiation , Thar it 15 
bur an opinion probable ; now, an opinion probable is not 
neceſſary ; and in determining vpon a dorine which js not 
necellary, Stapleton ſaith ; That a generall Councell may erre: 
whereby ir appeares , that in the Do&trine of Tren/nbſfantiats- 
01, the Decree of the Councell aforeſaid was nor cercaine, Can 
wee imagine then chat the Hugwenors will Rand to ſuch a De- 
cree, which the Cacholikes themſclues contetle ro bee ſub- 


ic ro errour, 


As for the Councell of Viev»a, this errour ( faith hee) 1s. Councell of 
condemned in it, which is: That wee ought nit to Ave any bo- Vienna, 


noRr or r:uerence to the holy Euchariſt ; which, as cuycry man 
knowes 15 the errour of { a/«tz, and of all the Sacramentarees, 
I anſwer : Thar our Aduerſary, and ſuch as hee, doe much 
injury the church of Rowe, in giuing the Huguenors occalion 
to reproach the Catholikes, asco twit chem,that they bee ly= 
ers and flanderers. For they of che Religion doe not aftirme 
(as hee would make them) that wee ought not co grue any 
honour or reverence to the Eucharsf:; bur that wee ſhould 


not adore it as the Catholikes doe. 


The latt Councell is that of Florence; the authority wher- Concell of 
of, the Hugwenors ray well except agamfſt, for that «i dilſencs Flocence, 


from other Councells. For the Councells of Bi! and { 9n- 


fance,both which our Aducriary rankes hereamongf the ge- 
| E. $ neca!l 


FreewilL 


Children dy- 
ing without 
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nerall Councels, haue adiudged ir, That the anuthoratie of 4 
(ouncell is aboue the Pope ; whereas the Councell of Florence, 
makes the Pope aboue the Councell, Which ſentence 13 not 
only (as I thinke) contrary to the Councell of Baſil and 
Conſtance, but contraditory alſo co the iudgement of all the 
Diuines in Paris at that time, So that if the Huguenots doc 
ill in diſſenting from the Councel! of Florence, they doe it by 
the example of Catholike Diuines and of other Councels, 
yea of thoſe which are generall, by the iudgement euen of our 
Aduerlary himſelte, 

The {econd doctrine which he inſtances in, is that of Free- 
wid ; for denying of which, the Manichees and other Here- 
tikes filand condemned by S. Anguſtmme,S, Hierome, $. Leo,&c. 
Now | anſwer : That the Huguenots deny it not inthe ſame 
manner that thoſe Heretikes did, as 15 ro be wall ſeene in the 
doctrine of the Manichees: who made two neceſlary Princi- 
ples ; the one of Good, andthe other of Euill ; and as abſo- 
Jutely denicd Freewill, as well of doing ill, as of doing good. 
But when he can ſhew, 'thacthe Hugnenors hold any fuch o« 
pinion, his examples will ſerue to ſome purpoſe, 

Further, he confirmes the ſaid opinion by foure other 
Counccls, viz: by a particular one held in France, and by 
choſe of Auranches, Senz, and Conflance, I anſwer ; that ic 
were bur an caſte matter ſoto interpret the ſaid Councels, as 
thatthe Hugnenots need nor refuſe them in this. point of Free. 

will, But for breuiries ſake, I will nor ſtand to examine them, 
becauſerhat three of them beparticular, and for thar reſpe&t 
may erre (as | have ſhewn before) and may be appealed from: 
and for the fourth, which is that of Conſtexce, though it be 
called generall by our Adverfſaric, yer Bellarmine neverche- 
leſſe receiues bur 18, Councels for generall and lawfull, of 
which ranke this of Conflaxce is none, 

The third hereſiethat he ſpeakes of is, That the Hugne- 
norts hold, thar litcle Children dying without Bapriſme, doe 
pin rg 3 which thar they doe,is plaine enough (ſath he.) 

And how ? namely, by ſo many teſtimonies of Scripture, by 
ſo many Decrces of ancient Councels , by ſo many reſo- 


luciong 
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lotions of holy Fachers ; And yer does he-alledge but ewo 
pailages only out of S$, Auſten, who indeed as he was of this 
opimen, That Children could not be ſaued without Bapriſmez 
fo held he likewiſe, That they conld not be ſaved without the Eu- 
chariſf Which opinion of his, cuen our Catholikes them. 
ſclues doe condemne. Why chen ſhould the Huguenors be 
Herctikes rather for dilſencing from $. Auguſtine in one Sacra» 
ment, then the Cacholikes are for diſallowing his iudgement 


intheocher ? 


The forth point is the Worſoipping of Imaves : which was Worſl.ipping 
confirmed by che ſecond Councell of Nice, ynto which I may ot images. 


well oppoſe the Councell of Franckford, celebrated [incethar 
of Ne, which both contemned and condemned the autho- 
ritte of that Councell, and the Decrees of it. Neither does it 
make anything for our Aduerfary, to fay that theſe rettimo- 
niesare of weight enough amonglt Catholikes,for chere were 
none inche Councell of Franchford but Catholikes, and che 
Popes Legates themſelnes, which aſſiſted atir., Obſcruerthen 
all che Councels which our Aduerlary hath rake cogether a= 
gainſt the Huguenors ; Ail of which, excepting thoſerthrea 
of Lateran, Vienna, Florence, and this laſt of Ne, are perti- 
cular, and ſo by conſequence, their Decrees may be anulled 
and reverſed, Further of theſe foure, which by ſomeareac- 
counted generall ; the firſt, (that of Latera»] meanc) was by 
the ſenter.cc of Scots and Srapleton (twe grand Catholikes) 
ſubicR vnro error. The words he vrgeth out of the ſecond, 
(viz: that of Uiemna) arenothing rothe purpoſe, The Judge- 
ment of the third (which is that of Flerence) is contrary to 
the Decrees of the Councels of Ba/ile and Conſtance. The 
laſt of Nice, was condemned by thar of Franckford : where- 
forethen, ſhould the Hugucnors gine way to the authoritie of 
ſuch Councels, from whom the Catho!;kes themſclues, yea 
Councels alto of Catholikes themſclues, doe difagree, how 
can wee hope then ro conuert them by ſuch proofes ? letvs 
call a new one then ; ler vs pgiue indifferent audience to 
their Miniſters, ler vs refute their Argumenrs to their very 


faces, elſe ſhall wee ncucr recall the Huguenors , that are 
gone 
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gone aſtray, inco the right way. | 
2 The lecond reaſon, whereby our Aduerſarie confutes the 
Tharthe D9- Hypguenots, i: 3 Becauſe they agreein dottrine with the anci- 


++crobags ent Hererikes, viz: the Arrtans, who (as S. Augnſtme teſti- 


orch-tame fies ) reietted, 1. Prayers toi the dead : 2. The ler times of 
with that of the Faſting ; 3. The difference berwixtthe Biſhop and the ordi- 
ancient Vere- mary Prieft : And 4. with Jonmian and Vrglantiny, in the 
ues already rint of Continencie and Virginitic., $5. Merit» and rewards 
condemne®. | Saints : 6, The Adcration of Rel:ques ; 7. The Inuo- 
cation of Saints : 8, The Eletion of Mears. I anſwer. 

Retrafiatib,z, Firlt, That eucn as a good Catholike may erre,ſo may an He- 
cap.17. reuke alſo ſpeakerruth. S, Cyprian and Trcomus the Donarift, 
' having diverſly interpreted a place of the holy Scriptures, S. 

e Auguſtine rciects 5, ( ypreans expolition, and allowes that of 

Ticonus. S0 that it is not enough barely toſhew that an Hee 

retike hath maintained fuch and ſuch an opinion, vnlelle he 

roue withall, thatche ſaid opinion is heretical}, Secondly, I 

a ſhewed in the former Chaprer, thatthe vſc of things in« 

different, might be lawfull in the ancient Chinch, and yer vn- 

lawfull in this of ours : ſo that the Hugnenocs may juſtly 

blame theſelfe-ſame chings which the faid Herettkes did vn- 

juſtly except againſt, vnrill we can prove, not only the things 

to bethe lame; bur allo make it appearegthat there is not now 

a greater abuſe, in the ſame things, then there was then, As 

for the opinions following, the Huguenots will affirme, thar 

neither did che Fathers hold them in che ſame manner thac the 


Catholikes now doe, nor that the Heretikes rooke the ſame © 


exceptions to them, that the Huguenors now doc, as we may 
perceive by the examples following. 

Prayer for the Firſt,as for Prayer for the Dead,the H uguenots will afhrme, 

dcad, Thatthe Church inthe beginning, celebrated only a Com- 

" memoration of the dead , wherein (as I ſhewed in the former 
Chapter) they made mention likewiſe of the Apoſtles, and of 
thole chat be already gone to heauen. Now this Commemo-« 
ration (willcthe Huguenots ſay) brought forth Prayer for the 
acad, this Prayer brought forth Purgatorie ; Purgatorie, Par- 
dens ; and Pardons hauc brought 1n pence into the Popes 


coffers, 
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coffers, Now (will they fay further) that ſo long as theſe 
abuſes were not inthe Church, if any man had found faulc 
with this cuſtome, of Commemoration, he ſhould bur haue 
ſhewed himſelfe co be of a quarrelſome ſpiitt, yea, they will 
Further ſay ; that petty abuſes, eſpecially ſuch as bare a ſhew of 
Charitie, might ſomewhat be winked at, as Prayer for the 
Dead, had : which cuſtome ſerued then alſo to ſtirre yp in the 
Pagan, a better etteeme of the Chriſtian faith: bucthis occa- 
| ſion being now ceaſed, and the abuſes remaining ſo great, as 
they affirmethemto be ; tis now no time to winke at chem 
any longer, nor isthere any other meanes left ys, to reforme 
them, chen to take away the firſt occalion whence they pro- 
ceeded, thogh im chemſelues they be ot no great conſequence. 
So that if we will ſhew wherein the Huguecnots reſemble the 
other ancifnt Heretikes, in taking exceptions vnto Prayer for 
the dead, we muſt ſhew withall; how chat the ancient Church 
vied the ſame chaffering for Pardons and Indulgences, for: 
the dcliucring of ſoules out of Purgatorie, that the Church of 
Rome ac this day doth. Otherwiſe, the abuſe being notthe 
ſame, the things deſeruenor equall blame, and they x = finde 
fault with them, are nor alike faulty. 

Touching ſer Fiſting dates, I am heartily ſorry, that he, in 


giuing out, that the Huguenots doc herein imitatethe ancient Ser Faſting 
Heretikes,giues them aduancage to reuenge themſclues vpon daics. 


vs, and to prouethe cleane contrary ;namely,thar it is wethat 


follow the ancient Heretikes : for Enſebins ſaith, That it was x,/t.5.16. 


CMontanus the Heretthe, who fit ſee downe the Rules for Fa- 
ſting, ſeeing that before that, rheſe ſer Faſting daies were not 
cdiived with any intention to bind the Conſciences, but for 
orders ſake only. Surely then he was not in theright , who- 
ſocuer found fault with them, ſceing there was at firſt no ſu- 
peritition in chem. Bur ſince that (ſay the Huguenots) the 
ſaperſtition 1s come to that height, chat the yery day, only be- 
cauſeit is ſuch, orſuch a Saints Eue, isefteemed much holyer 
th... other daies. So then, this order hauing occaſioned ſu- 
perftition, toauoid this ſuperſtition, wee may diſpoſe other- 
wiſe of that order. 

| F And 


3 
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And now as concerning the difference betweene the Bi. 
ſhop and the ord.nary Priett ; che Huguenors will fay, that at 
firft chey were both equall:bur that ſince then, ſome amongft 
them have beene promoted to dignity aboue the reſt, and at 
lait One 1s become Monarch ouer chem all, Now (will che 
Huguenors confet]e) that before this vniverſall Monarchy of 
the Pope, there was not the Iikereaſon to blamethe diſtin&ti- 
on of degrees :n Paſtors, which mic telte was colerable, and 
not altogether vnproftable: But they will ſay withall, that it 
is moſt maniteſt, how that the Fathers neuer held this diſtin« 
ion to haue beene inſtituted by God, but unely to be a po 
ſitive crdinance of men, to preſcrue (2s Saint Jerome ſaith) 
the vnity of the Church, A Prieſt (ſaith he) is the ſame witha 
Biſhop, but it was atterwards ordained throughout the world 
that one ſhould be made choice of abovethereſt, for the auoi- 


* ding of Schilme. Howbeit he confefſerh char Bilhops are ſu- 


4 
Mariage and 
Virguuty « 


5 
Mermns of 


perior ro Prielts, by Cuſtome rather, then by diuine Or- 
dination, 

Thefourth point wherein he faith chat the Huguenors doe 
imitate che ancient Heretikes, is concerning Mariage and }ir- 
ginity , which is bur a mecre calumny : for the Huguenors af- 
firme not with /onen, T hat mariage 1s ſimply equallro vir- 
giniry; bur onely in ſuch a ſenſe as Saint e4uguſtine ſpeakes it, 
who ſayes,thar he dares not prefer the virginity of S, oh, be- 
fore the mariage of eAbraham. Nor with Figilantins, that it is 
vnlawtull comake a Pricit, vnleiTe he were firſt maried : but 
wich that holy man Paphnurrs, that itis lawfull for a Prieſt 
to be imaried. 

Touching the Arits and reward; of the Saints, | cannot tell 
what he would {ay : for it he meanes by it, That the Saints 16» 
cc1uea recompence of their good workes the Huguenors wil 
agreeroit ; butif hemeanes it of workes of ſupererrogation, laid: 
vp (as they fay) mthe rreaſury of the Church, and applied by 
the Popes [ndulgences, vnro rhe {oules of other men ; the 


Catholikes will ay,cthar the Church lived 1n the { 


| ame igno- 
rance for the tirft thouſand yeares, that the H uguenots now 


Soc: for ic is noc long lince that for che benefit and aduance- 
\ naene 
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ment ef the Pope, God firſt revealed this treaſure, which had 
lyen hid fo long, and the moſt gaintull commodicte of In- 
dulgences alſo. 

Now as for Reliquer,] fy that even the ſame Saint Hierome — p — 
who wrote apainſt Vrgilznrirs tor taking exception co the Re- Worlupping 
Iiques ot Saints ; doth yer in the {ame booke againſt Vrgilants- of Saints 1nd 
265, allow of che Eves of Saints : howbeit for certaine abuſes Weir Rehque: 
committed in the night of the ſaid Eues,which they called rhe 
Uiils.the Catholtkes thewliclues have forbidden them: And 
now falt onely vpon the Eues, alchough the dayes doe (tiff 
reraine the names of Eues, So then we muſt either grant that _ 
the catholikes are condemned by Saint Hierome, as wel as the 
Huguenots ; or el{cthat the abuſe of things,caules them to be 
thought blame worthy ar one trme, and nat at another. So 
that we muit not conlider winether the Huguenots agree with 
Uinlanting,in the caxing eXception to Reliques - but whether 
there bee not now more abuſe in the worſhipping of them, 
then indainr [Jieromestime, For the Huguenors doe not now 
ſimply except againſt Reliques, inſomuch that ] have heard 
diners Hyguenors ſay, That if chey could bee certaine that 
thev had any anct-nt monument of our Sauiour, or of his A- 
poliles, they would make very pretious eſteeme of them: and 
farre more,then of any antique medall or other antiquity of 
the ola Romanes, By greater reaſon then doe they honour 
their perſons, alchough they doe not inuoke them being dead, 
for that (fay rhey) themſelues forbade it whilelt they lined.So 
that if we will proue the Huguenots to be enemies to the ho- 
nour of the Apoſtles, wee muſt proue out of their writings, 

Thac ſuch was their will to be inuocated.Elfe will che Hugue- 
nots tell ys, That they have the Saints tm more honour then 
the Catholikes ; in that they haue ſuch a care to obſcrue their 
precepces now after their deaths : It being cuidenc, That that 
child who is moſt carefull coiperforme his laft will and teſta- 
ment, loues his deceaſed father beft, then if he ſhould onely 
keepe his piſture by him. : g 
The eight and laſt opinion of the ancient Heretikes , 13, ple&ion & 


the Slettion of meats, Whereunto the Huguenots will give the mears, 
F 3 ſame 
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[ime anſwer as to the former obieQions : viz. that it was vn- 
lawfull in choſe times to find fault with the eletion of mears, 
and yetlawfull to condemne ic now. Thereafon is, for thac 
ir was then arr order enely, wichout enforcing of the conſci- 
ence to obſerucir. 

And if any man reply, That they now im the” Church doc 
but the ſame, and that it is onely the megner ſort of people 
that account one meat holier then another - and that the bet- 
ter learned Catholikes hold, that thelin of caring fletb ypon 
dayes whereon it is forbidden, is onely in regard of the ordi- 
nance,and not in regard ofthe naturc of the meats : Whence 
comes it then that D#randus that great defender of the cere- 
monies of our Church, makes-vſc of this reaſon, to confarme 
abſtinence from eating of fleſh 5 namely, That fiſh is a more 
holy meat: for that in the time of Noabs flood, God curſed the 
earth , and the creatures that it brought torth, buc notthe 
waters. 

See here now theancient hereſies reuiued (as he ſaith) by 
the Hugnenots : but he isin the wrong: for that they oughc 
not to be ranked amongſt the Heretikes, vnrill ſuch rime as 
we have made proofe, how that the Church of Rome doth 
nor onely agree with the Primiciue in the ſamethings, bur 
alſo in the very circumſtances of the things : for thoſe things 
which are of them(clues ceremonies, are alſo of them(elues 
mdifferent ;and it1s the right vic or abule of them, which 
makes them lawtulFor vnlawfull. So that by conſequence it 
may be at this time lawful, and at anothert1me vnlawfull,to 
rake exceptionsto them ; Eucn as it yas not lawfull to breake 
the brazen Serpent, whileſt it was aGacrament, bur necctla- 
ry to breake it, when it became an Idsl), 
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CAP, 4. 
That the Councell of Trent 1 not lawſull, 


EE arecomeat laſt, thankes bee to God, 
| to the holy Councell of Trent; a Councell 
|| whereof our Aduerſary had need to make 

ood account , for that the proofes drawne 
trom the former Councells, concerned on- 
ly two or three queſtions ;z and thoſe alſo, 
* rather probable conieQtures, then proofes. 
Bur as for the Councell of Trext , that openly confutes 
all the hercſies now maintained by the Hugnecnots ; by 
reaſon whereof, our Aduerſarie toyles himſelfe more in the 
defence of thac, then in any other queſtion whatſocuer :- a]beit 
hee vſes not any proofes to confirme it, bur anſwers onely 
to the obiefions of the Catbohke Apolegie , which I find to 
bee three in number. 

The firſt is; That the Pope did therein take ypon him 
the office both ef Iudge and Partic : and that himlclfe con- 
uoked the Councell, and fac Preſident in ir. 

The ſecond is; That thoſe who ſought thereformation, 
could not bee heardiinir, 

T he third : that for as much as the Huguenots areable to 
alledge divers nullities . both in the forme, and alſo inthe 
definuions of the ſaid Councell ; wee are not bound to accept 
of the ordinances thereof wichout examination of them: For 
as much as S. /ohn hath commanded vs to try tbe Spirits, 

To the firſt Obiefion: That the Pope was both Iudge and 
Party , he anſwers : That the Pope ought nor to lolc his right 
of calling Countells, and of being Preſident in them, for that 
hee had obtained this right 15co yeares before. The Eugue- 
nots can eaſily cut him off 50 yercs of his cime. In all which 
ſpace, the Pope neither once called any peneral Councell,nor 
ſat Preſident in it. The firſt of Nice was called by { #nſtana 
1;ne the great, That of Conſtantinople by Thecaofins Senior : 
That of Eby, by Theede/inus Tunior: That of C balceden, by 
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eAMarcianns , the Emperour. The ſame alſo may beeaffir- 
med of thole thar fat Preſident in them. In the Councell 
of Nice was Heſius Biſhop of Coranba in Spaine, Pre- 


+ ſident, In the Councell of Epheſis, Cyril, Parriarch of 


* Fn denier Ve- 
/ 
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Alexandria, And thus much may ſufhce for ſo cuidene 
a truth; 

Secondly, he anſwers ; That it 15 nothing repugnant tothe 
equity of agreat Prince, to bee both Tudgeand Partie. Info 
much as a Soueraigne Prince 15 perpetually Iudge , vnuill hee 
bee lawfully declared co haue forfeited his principalicy , al- 
though the ſuire bee commenced againft himſelfe, Bur I ſay, 
that there 1s ſtill athird , which arbitrates betwixt the Prince? 
and his SubieQs , when there is a ſuit berweene them: And 
al:hough ihe [udge beethe Princes Officer, yer may he pro- 
nomice ſentence againſt him,* which himſelte cannot repeal; 
and there is no Prince, but a Tyrant,that would reuerlc that 
indgment,as the Pope hath done 1n diſanulling the decrecs of 
the Councels of Baſil & Conſtance, madeagainfi himſelfe, But 
admit I ſhould conteile, that a Prince might bee ludge in 
his owne cauſe; yet ought that to be vndertiood in a ſuit of 
me: n conſequence: but when the contronerlie be, whether he 
bealawfull King or not, we may wel! a(lure our {clues thac he 
; would neucr bee d-poled , it hee might bee his owne arbitra- 
tor: and of this nature is the firſt Article of theprocelle againſt 
the Pope. The Huguenors deny him to be head of the churchz 
How then I pray ſhall this Conrrouerlie bee decided, if chere 


be no other Judge belides h1m/elfe ? 


Thrrdly , hee ſhewes by examples , that Pope ILorelline, 
Ssxts the third , Symachins, Leo, Alexander Patriarch of A- 
lexandria, Cyril, and Leothe firſt, were I:dges in their owne 
cauſes, As for S. CMarcelline (fait he) when as hee had coffe 
red Incenſe ynto [dols, hee went and accuſed hinwelfe in the 
Councell of Smwefſa, and yet durſt no man denounce Sen- 
cence againft him, bur all the Biſhops cried out with one con- 
ſenc: Father, sudge thy ſelfe with thine own mouth, To which | an- 
Iwer:T hat iris calteto diſcover this ro be bur a forged Coun- 
«ll, which brings in the Emperor Dyoclefraw, talking with S. 
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 CMarcelline at Rome, and enticmg him to Idolatry 3 whereas Siromiu de a2eh- 
Dazocl-fian was at the ſame time at Nicomedia, a City of Buki- dents Zmp. 1, ts 


»ia.Secondly, there 1s agreardcale of difterence berweene a 
laine caſe, & aright in queſtion. For $, CALarcelline was accu- 
ſed of an at, of which he was moſt apparantly guilty : Sorhat 
the Biſhops percetwing that the Pope denied not the fact, and 
that hee was penitent tor it, offered co reterre chemclues to 
that ſentence which hee would give againſt himſelfe Juft as 
ita man ſhould ſfiy toa Theefe that were taken in the man- 
ner ; Thou {ceſt thy ſelfe openly guiley , chou knowelt hke- 
wiſe the puniſhment ordained by che law for luch offences , 
What thinkett thou thac thou haſt deſerued ? Sprake aGods 
name and bee chine owne Tudge: ſurely chis would bee very 
acceptablero all maletattors, to conclude thereupon , that 
they ſhould haue no other Fudges goe vpon them bur rhem- 
ſelues, His ſecond example 1s of S7xtm chethird, who being 
(faith hee) accuſed ot adultery , wou'd haue aSynodecall:d 
by th'Emperours authority, But they would not, nor mdeed, 
durfſt they (faith hee) meddle with his Caule beforeallche 
Biſhops were met, and that thcy vnderitood the Popes 
lealure, whether hee were willing to have them ſo de- 
cide his bulinelle, or not. I anſwer; that this was but a lingue 
lar fauo.r ſhewne him by the Emperour Val-ntiman, by 
reaſon of hisjnnocency : For the Pope himlelte was willing 
thac other men ſhould haue bcene Tudges in his buſtnelle x 
But it followes not hereupon, that every Pope in eucry 
cauſe ought to clayme the ſame priviiedge; but the con- 
trary rather: viz, That Pope Siri the fitt , who would not 
ſuffer himſelfe to bee indged by any other man, ought ro 
hauc beene ſo, becauic Sx: che third, who would haus been 
ſo, was not. Whar necellity 1s there in cenſuring him, 
whoſe innocency is clearez and as it was a token of in- 
nocency in the one to ſubmit himſelfe ynto cenſure, ſo ro re- 
fuſcall mens verdicts, but his own, isan eurdence. char hee 
findes himſeli guilty. Bur I demand now, whether char lingu- 
lar priutl egranted ynco Srxtres,muft thenceforih 1 - cakerr 


for alcading cauic or nor? If ic an{wersnogthen is chis inftance 
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nothing to his purpoſe: if yea, The Catholikes will oppoſe it; 
for Bellarmine confellerh , thar in caſe of heynous crymes , 
a Councell may be called to (it ypon the Pope : But he thinks 
not peraduenture that Sirtws was accuſed of any heinous 
crime: which {as | thinke) is the geafon that heenames nor 
his fault, becauſe he barely intimares , that he was accuſed of 
Adultery ; whereas indeed, hee was accuſed for defiling of a 
Nunme ; which wee,good Catholikes,ſtyle not Adulcery,buct 
Inceſt ; by rcaſon of che ſpiricuall conſanguinity which is be- 
twixt a Prieſt and a Nunne. 

His third example is of Symachws , whoſe conſent ( ſaith 
hee) was required cuen for the calling of that Councel], wher- 
in himſclfe was accuſed. The Huguenors will delireno more 
at the Popes hands , then crodoe as Symachns did ; for, albeit 
his conſent went to the calling of the Councell; yet when it 
was called, heetooke not ypon him the part ofa Iudgein it, 
but wich all humbleneſſe purged himſelfe before the Counccl 
of thoſe crimes which hee was charged withal. 

The fourth example is of Leo chethird , of which paſſage 
the troath is this: The Romans bearing a ſpleeneto Lev, for 
chat ({harlemaigne the Emperour had intorced then to ſweare 
allcageancero him ; out of meere malice laid many (landers 
vpon him ; But Char/emaigne appearing at Rome, they, for 
feare of him , durſt nor ſtand to 1tto proſecute their proofes 
againſt him, but at the very firſt canuaſle they all cryed out ; 
That the Apoſtolike Sea conld not bee indged by any man, Which 
c'amour teſtifies nothing elſe, then , 7 bat 5 the nature of the 
vnlgar, to fall from one extreame to another, And therefore 
they having (landered the Pope before out of malice, they 
afrerwards thought to curry fauour againe , by flattering him 
for feare, But let ys heare what followes : Did noc Arrim 
(faich hee) heretofore diſpute the caſe in a matter of faith with 
eAlexander? Notwithſtanding was this eAlexander jud gein 
the Councell of Nice. Was not Cyril Preſident inthe Coun- 
cell of Epheſus , notwithſtanding hee was one of the parties ? 
and who but Leofat Preſident at the Counſell of {halcedon , 


nacwithſtanding tharall the differexce then was betwixt him 
and 
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and Dieſcorws ? | anſwer : That the controuerfies which then 
were betwixt eAlexander, Cyril, Leo, and the forciaid Here- 
tiques , concernedthem no more, then it did thereſt of the 
Biſhops of the Church: whereas that of the Pope is a priuate 
quarrell, wherein the dignitie of his perſon is queſtioned, A- 

aine, Cyril was not Prelident of the Councell, ſo as that hee 
could allow or anullche Decrees as hee thought good ; but 
face only firlt in order, haumg otherwiſe but his lingle yoycez 
whereas the Pope row adayes hath his negatiue voice to diſ- 
anulla whole Councell chough generall: yea, and to make 
his Decretalls ypon what hee lifts , without a Councell, As 
for Alexander, he (ate neither as Iudgenor Preſident, but on- 
ly as a priuate Bilhop amongtt cherctt. To conclude, Leo 
camenot atall roche Counce]l of {halcedon, and Anato/ings, 
Patriarch of {#»/tanrinople (are Prelident in it, 

His concluding reaſon why the Pope may beeIudge, is; 
becauſe (as hee ſaith) hee 1s nor Tudgealone, but hath diuers 
Afliſtants. I] anſwer ; That inthe latter Councells hee hath 
beene lole [ndge; and thatthe reſt of the Biſhops haue not 
beene ſo much his Alliftants,, as his Vatlalls. For, whatſocuer 
the Councell decrees, is voyde, without the confirmation of 
the Pope beero it, (witnelle his abrogation of the Councells 
of Frankford, Baſil, and ( onſtance.) Contrariwiſe, whenſoce 
uer the Pope makes a Decree without a Councell, itis of as 
much yertue as the definitions of the moit holy Councell,that 
ener was or can bee, For the Popes Aduocares mainraine , 
that hee cannot erre in a matter of faith, though hee ſhould 
gine judgement without a Councell: and that a Councell may 
erre, if not confirmed by him, To what purpoſe then, ſerue 
the other Biſhops ioined with him as companions, when as he 

may doeall wichout them, and they nothing withouthim 2? 
The ſecond Obicion of che Catholike Apolopie, viz. 
That the Huguenors had not fayre audience: is firſt ({aith he) 
confured by - vi very booke which the Proteftanrs ſer forth , 
intituled , Cauſacer Elefores : For they confeſle in chat booke. 
that they were ſummoned to the Councell, And wee may 
read morcoucr of many ample ſafe Conduts, whereby full li- 
Xs ; G berty 
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berty was giuen to the Proteſtants, to come ts.the Councell, 
And this briefly is his anſwer; to which I reply : 

Firſt, that the booke which hee mentions, delivers no rea- 
ſon why they came not tothe Councell, but why they tudg- 
ed, that the forme of proceeding in that Ceuncell was like to 
bee ſuch , as that their comming thither would have beenero 
no purpoſe, Bur ro whatend anſwers hee , that they were 
ſummoned ? The Apologie affirmes not , that they were not 
called , but thatthey werenot heard. For it is not enough or 
a Tudge to call both the parties before him , if hee ſuffers bur 
one of them to ſpeake: and iuft thus fell it out at char Coun- 
cell of Trent ; for Brentizs, and other Diumes of Swenia were 
ſent thither by the Duke of FWiutenberge, but might not be ſuf- 
fered to diſpure when they camethere. Afelantthon alſo,and o- 
ther Miniſters of Saxony, were vpon the way, but turned back 
apaine, having receined intelligence from Afavritize, the Ele- 
ors Ambatlador there, that they could nor be heard. 

Secondly,l reply; that admit that they had beene ſuffered to 
diſpute,znd had been heard, yet were the Conditions altoge- 
ther vnequal,forthey requiring to hauea deciding voice,with 
the reſt of the Councel,according tothe form of the ſafe Con- 
Jud graunted to the Bobemians by the Councell of Baſi/. But 
the Tridentine Fachers would none of that;refuſing ro admit of 
any to haue deciliue yeices, but only the Catholtke Diuines. 

Thirdly, the Huguenots had good cauſe to ſuſpeR the ſafe 
conduc ; for /obn Hws had alſo a ſafe conduR from the Em- 
perour S5g1/mund, to come to the Councell of Conftaxce ; and 
yer comming thither, was there burnt, 


To the third ObicRion, viz: That the «Apoſtle commands 


v1 to trie the Spirits whether they be of God, or no ; he anſwers : 
That the Apoftle there ſpeakes not of ſuch things as be alrea- 
dy certaine, and defined in the Church : but of matters rather 
vp-ſtart & ambiguous;as are thoſe of our trecherous Aduerſa- 
ries.Soft and fairc,not too faſt;there is no man afhirms,that we 
muſt cry a thing that is certaine z bucthat weare note ſertle 
our beleef ypon it, without proofs that it is certain, For a thing 
may becertaine in it ſelfe ; neuertheletle,if ic docs not appeare 
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tobe certainevntovs, we may well make triall of it, for that 
without trying, we cannot vnderſtand the certaintie. Butie 
is (faith he) lawfullco ery the Hnguenots opinions, becauſe 
they. be new and ambiguous, If then it belawfulltotry the 
new, tis alſo lawfull (fayI) totry the old ; for two oppoſite 
Opinions arc Relatives ſo that we cannot make demonſtration 
that the new are falſc, bur we muſt proue withall, that the old 
arecrue. Andas for the ambiguitic of the Hugnenors doQtine; 
if it be ambiguous, then 1s 1tnot certainly falſe ; and if their 
doQrine be nor certainly falſe, then is not the Catholikes cer- 
tainly true : and conſequently, even by the iudgement of our 
Aduertaric himſelfe, it is lawfull torrie wy. But let vs now cx- 
amine hisreaſons vpon which he concludes,that it is not laws. j 
fullcorry the Spirits of the Councell. 

Firit (faich he) if we ought cocry them all, then were it 
lawtull to cry the Spirits of the Councell of Nice, Conffanti-. 
nople, Epheſus, & Chalcedon : Whereupon it mult follow, that 
we ought to diſculſc againe the wicked hereſies of eArrius, 
CHMacedonies, Neftorizes, and Entiches, and examine 2paine the 
ſacred Scriptures them{clues, the Oracles of the "my the 
Hiftory of Aoſer, and finally the holy Goſpell. Ar length he 
concludes, Thar if things which be determined by the holy 
Counccls, eughtte be held for certaine, there isno reaſon to 
ſuffer the Decrees of the Councell of Trent,to be called againe 
into queſtion, I anſwer: That we oughtto hold the Decrees 
of the former Councels for moſt certaine; and yet is it lawfull 
neuerthelctle, ro make queſtion of the determinations of the 
Councell of Trent : to which purpoſe divers reaſons might 
bealledged ; how be it, this one may ſufficefor the preſent: 
For that in eucry Councell, we ought to deliberate and mea- 
ſure things, before we tudge ; and after this, the iudgement 
of a Councell which hath duly examined and judged, (accor- 
ding to the right meaſure) _—_ notto be called againe in 
queltion; But to know now, whether a man hath truly mea- 
ſured,. we muſt take cenfideration of the ſize and manner of 
meaſuring by it. Now willthe Huguenors ſay, thatthe Rule 
which the Conncell of Nice did meaſure by, was only the 
| G 2 Scripture, 
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Scripture, or the written Word, as the words of Conffantine 
« doe teſtific: 'which be thefer TAI ſedstions contention ſet 4- 
&« (ge, let vs diſcuſſe the things in eontronerſie by the teſt1monie of 
«© the Scriptures dininely inſpired, The manner of mcaſuring 
then was, to apply the Dotrine tothe ſaid Rule or Scripture, 
and accordingly torecciue or reiedt it, as it was conformable 
or varying,to or from the ſaid Rule. Butnow hath the Coun- 
cell of Trent (will che Huguenots ſay) much failed 1n all theſe 
circumſtances. 

For, firſt, it decided before it meaſured, for as much as euen 
before their comming to the Councell, they were euery man 
of them, reſolued to condemne the Huguenots, Secondly, 
in examining and meaſuring of the queſtions, it meaſured not 
by the written Word only, but by Traditions alſo, as it was as 
greed ypon at the fourth Seſſion of the ſaid Councell. So 
that it'meaſured ſometimes, either without a Rule, or at leaſt 
by a Rule, very contrary to that of the Councell of Nice. 
Thirdly, admit that it had meaſured by atruc Rule; yet did it 
not ſo much apply the dorine tothe Rule, as bend the Rule, 
ro make ir fit rothe doctrine, viz: peruerred the Scripture by 
an interpretation forced to their owne opinion : For in the 
fourth Seſlion,it was decreed, That no man ſhould pine any other 
interpretation, then that which was conſonant to the doltrine of the 
Church of Rome, Sothatin ſtead of meaſuring their doftrine 
by the Rule, they meafured the Rule by their dorine. 

Buc he followes it further againſt checriall of the Spirits z 
thatif we ſhould try all, then ſhould we call againe into que- 
ſion, the yery Bookes of the holy Scriptureit{elfe, I aniwer 
no ; and that it followes not, that we ſhould'call in queſtion 
a—_ the bookes approucd by ancient Councels, becauſe 

ey reite& ſome, which are approued by the Councell of 
Trent ; ſecing that in this particular, the tudgement of chat 
Councell, is ſuſpeed euen by Catholikes themſclues. For 
Ssxtus Senenſis a great Catholike, yea,euen lincethe Councell 
of Trent, hath reiefted for Apocryphall, the ſeuen laſt Chapters 
of the booke of Heſter, which were approued by the Councell 
of Trent ; which doubcleiſe he would neuer haue done, had 
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heheld it vnlawfullco try the Spirit of the ſaid Councell, 


Thirdly he argueth; that if matters already determined and * *** 


defined, may be brought in queſtion againe, what end then 
would there be of Controuertics.? I aniwer, that this reaſon 
is not ſufficient to ſtay the triall of Councels, becauſe thac 
this is the way to ſet an end to Controuerlies : for that it is 
not enough to diſpatch Controuerfics, vnletle we be (ure that 
this diſpatching, 1s a well ending of them, And fothe Arri- 
ans might cuen as well hauc per{waded vs, to rely ypon their 
packt Councell of 2Arimmum, to give an end ro Controucr- 
lies. To which our Aducrſaric can ſhape no other anſwer, 
buc that their Councell was not lawfull, and that the Coun- 
cell of Trent was. Well then (ſay ]) that though wee may 
not examine the Decrees of a Councell, yet may wetry whe- 
ther the Councell were lawfull or not : and for this once, we 
delire no more aduantage then this ; and thus much muſt be 
granted ys in deſpite of the world, For if we ought (imply 
to rely ypon the Authoritie of Conncels, which commonly 
. paſſc for lawful] amongſt our Doctors, without any further 
cnquirie ; there is no reaſon wherefore tie Grzcians ſhould 
rather allent rothe ſecond Councell of Nice, which allowed 
of Images ;chen to that of Conſtantinople, made yp of zoo, 
of cheir owne Biſhops, which condemned them. 


The fourth Reaſon, for which he takes away the libertie of + $2: 


trying their dodtrine, from the people, is quoted out of the 
17, Chapter of Deuteronomie,where it is commanded, Thac 
men ſhould enquire of the Prieſts and Leviees, and the Iudge 
appointed 'for the time in caſes of difhicultie, And Ces 
(faith our Aduecrſaric) addeth not, Try the Spirits of the Prieſts 
and ludges : But if any grow proud, and will not obey the com- 
mand of the Prieſts, that man ſbaitaze, by the ſentence of the Iud- 
ges, Nor is this much differen from that which our Lord 
faith in the Goſpell of Saint /ſathew, The Scribes and Phari- 


fees fit in Moſes chaire, whatſoeaer therefore they ſay unto you,that 
obſerne and doe. As for Moſes Commandement, ic was giuen 


vnto the Iewes; whereupon Kabbi Salomon [archi concludes, X6.Sal.larsb; 
in Dexte: 010%. 


That we are to belcene whatſocner the lewiſh Prieſts [ay, Since 
TE TEE: G 3 then 
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then that their Prieſts interpreted the Prophecies, euen of 
Chriſt himſelfe, otherwiſe then we Chriſtians doe. A Iew 
will fay that Chriſt is not yer come, becauſe cheir Priefts deny 
it ; andifaccording to our Aduerſaries ſaying, we _ not 
totrie the Spirits of their Prieſts z I demand then, how he 


will anſwer the Iewes,and I will anſwer him, as he does them; 


namely, that in thetext this clauſe is inſerted, According ro 
Law, that is to ſay, weare to obey their Commandements, ſo 
farre forth, ay they arc agreeable ro che Law ; which how 
can we know, vnlefſe we examine it. Sothat ler our Aduerſa- 
rietake his choice ; cicher co confectle, that we are not in this 

lace forbidden to try the Spirits of the Prieſts, or clſc to ae- 
knowtdge himſclfe ro be a ew. 

Tothe place of Saint Mathew, becauſe he ſaith, how that 
it is not much ynlike : our anſwer ſhall likewiſe be che ſame. 
For our Saviour hath not commanded vs to obey the Phari- 
ſces in all things, fimply; but not to rake ſuch ſcandall at ther 
lives, as that we ſhould refuſe to obey them, when they ſpeake 
well. For,ſhould we ſimply give credit to what they bid vs, 
without tryall of tt, why ſhould we belecuec that Teſus Chriſt is 
the Sonne of God, when as the high Pricft ſaid that hee blaſ- 
phemed in calling himſelfeſo, 

His laſt reaſon 1s drawne from the Councell of the Apoſtles 
mentioned Att: 16.1t m—_—_ vnto the boly Ghoſt and 10 v5: 
Whence he concludes, That Gods Spirit 5s ſo infallibly tryed wnto 
4 lawfull Councell, that we ought not to call the defimitions of it into 
queftion:nor would Saint Paw himſclte({aith our Aduerlary) 
examine the inſtructions of the Councell of the Apoſtles : 
as Saint Luke ſaith, eAs 16, Hee gave them that to 0bſcruc, 
which was ordained by the eApoſtles and the Elders which were at 
Teruſalem, 1 would faine aske one of our Catholike Doors, 
to What purpole are there {ſo many diſputations and conſulca- 
t10ns at our Councels, if fo be that the holy Ghoſt doth ſo in- 
fallibly diretrhem? His an{wer will be, That Gods ordina- 
Iy proudence 1s ſuch, as that hee till aſſiſts them with his 
= when they for their parts, apply that diligence, which 
they ought, and not otherwilc ; Iuſt as hee makes not the, 

ground 
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comm fruitfull, but when the husbandman tills and ſowes 
1s corne in it, and applyes ſuch Jabour as the ſoyle requires. 
And thus much is cleare by this paſſage: namely, Thatche 
Apoſtles did apply all induſtry and the apteft meancs, for the 
re{oluing of the doubts propoſed: for it is faid, Thar atter a 
long diſputation Petey ſtood vp : whence a' man may con- 
clude ; That the holy Ghoſt is no otherwiſe promited to a 
Councell,then conditionally ; viz, when the Councell doth 
apply all che meanes and induſtty on their parts, for the fin- 
ding out of the truth : and that otherwiſe it may be deſtituce 
of Gods Spirir, namely; when it doth not apply the meanes. 
So that albeir wee are nor to examine the Decrees of that 
Councell, which hath vied theſe meanes ; yer may wee en- 
uire Whether it hath applied theſe meanes or nog forthar 
we cannot be otherwiſe atſured that Gods Spirit did alliſt it, 
The Huguenors I know well, will require another manner of 
tryall; not onely of the courſe in the proceedings, bur of the 
Articles alſo concluded vpon, But that the Hugenots may 
not haue a twofold aduantage againft vs, we ſhould doc well 
toſhewthem: firſt, Thatthe Councell of Trent hath obſer- 
ued theſe lawtull courſes z and then ſhall wee hane but one 
thing to doc ; which is, To make good the Articles ; which 
are ſo difficult to be proucd, that it would be wiſely done of 
vs, to putit off as long as we can, and hrit to decide all other 


differences. 


CAP. 5. 
That the Councell of Trent hath not as yet been receined 11 Fravce.. 


Venas the Kings of France ought to haue 
Ci! no one thing in greater recommenda- 
NY -tion, then te bethe inheritors of the ver- 
rues of their predeceſſors ; ſo ſhould they 
not bkewiſc bee more carctull of any 
thing, then to cſchew ſuch occaſions as 
might {oile the reputation of this vertue, 
o haue coolcd in the zcale and _ 
cy 


BE ETD 
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their Anceſtors: who (as all know) haue cuer beene actoun- 
ted the eldeſt ſonnes of the Church, and the maine vphol- 
ders of the Sea Apoſtolique : and for that one reaſon of this 
their zcale, haue recejued more priuiledges and honors, then 
any other Prince of Chriſtendome whatſocucr. Now then, 
ſeeing that the Councell of Trent hath eſtabliſhed ſo many 
decrees, ſo dirc&tly oppoſing rhe former priuilecges and ho- 
nors ; What hath it done more by {o doing, then to proclaime 
rothe world, That the Kings art this day hauc lelle zeale then 
their Anceſtors had, and arc theretore vuworthy to enioy 
thoſe honors beſtowed vpon them. So that the reaſon why 
our later Kings haue reiedted the {a1d Councell, may bee, tor 
that they could not well approue of that, without reprouing 
of themiclues; nor publiſh ir, withour publiſhing alfo vnro the 
world, a ſhamefull confeſſion of their own*: demerits, Bir ro 
come tothe point ; I purpoſe onely to buckle to rhe obiecti- 
ons of the Catholike Apology,which our Adyerfary offcrsto 
confute ; and thole be three, 

r Thatthe Kings of France hauec euerrefuſed tha: Counce], 

2 That it hath called in queſtion the precedency and prjo- 
rity of place, which was due vnto our Kings,inall aſſemblies, 

3 That there be diuers things decrecd in the ſaid Coun- 
cell, flatly againſt che liberties of che French Church, and 
the Mueſty ofthe King. 

As tor che firſt point ; namely, that it hath neuer beene re- 
ce:ucd by our Kings: he anſwers to it in generall ; That this 
obic ion touches net ſo much the ( ouncell, as it reproacheth the 
K ings of France, For what elſe can thus meane ((aith h') then to 
perr/wage all men, that our Kings hane beene Schiſmatikes, and 
asſobedzent to the Unixerſall Church, IT aniwer, That it is mo 
newes to haue the Kings of France oppoſe themlclues againſt 
the Councels of the Church of Rome: ſeeing that nor the 
Councell of Trent alone, hath beene refuſed by King Henry 
the ſecond, and all his Sonnes who reigned after him ; bur 
cuen the generall Councell of Hiewmaalio, was neucr wholly 
recemcd in France. And cuen as King Hemry the ſecond, for- 


bad his Biſhops ro þc preſent ar the Councell of Trew, lo 
would 


i 
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would not King {barler che ſeuenth ſuffer his to bee preſence 
at that of Bap:and yer was not he any whit the morea Schi(- 
matike (45 our Aduciſary concludes) nor diſobedient to the 
Church vniuerſall. Bur lct vs ſce now, how hee demonſtrates 
the Councell of Trent to haue beenerecciued by our Kings: 


There be certaine Letters ((auth he) of Charles the ninth yet ro be « Reaſon, 


ſeene,in which he honoureth and renerenceth that Councell: and in 
che very {ame page, to anſiver that obizion of K, Henrie the 
{ſeconds forbidding his Biſhops to repaire ynto that Councell, 
he hauing nothing elle to ſay ; then That it 5s not ſoneceſſary to 
looke ſo narrowly into what King Henry did at the beginning ; fer, 
that the admitting or receining of a Councell, ought not to be taken 
from the beginning but from the ending of tt, According to which 
rule Ialſo anſwer, That the Letters ſent by Charles rhe ninth, 
before the Councel broke vp,do net proue his approbation of 
che Councell, becauſe heretu{cd to recemue it, when jt was 
tully ended, For it the rejecting of it by King Henry the ſe- 
cond before the end of ir, does not proue rn, 2h did finally 
reze& it ;5no more doth that honor which ( harles the ninth 
didit,before it broke vp, proue that he did recciue 1t.. 


Secondly, The Kimg (ſaich he) forwed the _— why the 2 Reaſon. 


Biſhops of France came ns ſooner to the Conncell; which 1s one of 


the moſt pleaſant Arguments that yer I ever heard, For it + 


this beal{ufhcient rea{on to prouc that the King did receiue 
the Councel}, becaulc he gauca reaſon forthe abſence of his 
Biſhops 3 then haue the Proteftane Princes of Germany 
alſo recciued it, becauſe they publiſhr a whole booke of 
the reaſons that moucd them to abſent themſclugs from 


thence. 


Thirdly, The King (fayes he) ſent his Orator and Ambaſſa- ; Reaſon, 


doy the Sieur de Lanſack, , Knight of his owne Order, thither ; 
who in lis Aaicfres name was at the ( ouncell ; wth whom be 10y- 
ned in commnſſion Reginald Ferrier Preſident of the Parliament, 
and Guy de Faur, Iudge Maior of Thelouſe, A goodly proofe, 
The King approued of che Councell, becauſe hee ſent his 
Ambailador chithcr, As though the EleRors of Germany of 


the contcſhog of Awſtargh, (cnc _ cheir Ambefladors _ 
r 
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ther alſo? Wherethen lics the force of his Argument, is it in 
this, that Aſonſeur de Lanſacke was a Knight of the Order, or 


| inthis, That he was accompanied by CMonſenr au F errier & 
| de Ptbrac : For no other {en(e can I collec out of his words, 
$ nor any other procfe for the recejuing of the Councell; nor 
$i is rhere indeed any other, For the King ſent not his Ambal: 


{adorsrothe Councell, to confirme it ; but ro admoniſh ir, 
\ ro reforme the abuſes of che Church ; ging exprelle charge 
1 ' vnto his Ambaſſadors, that they ſhould ſollicite the Fathers, 
ji not to decree any thing againſt che Huguenors ; vnrill they 
i themielues had firſt of all reformed the abuſes in the Eccleſ(j- 
j aſticall Polity : And in caſe that this were not done, then thar 
they (bould proteſt againſt theſaid Councel:all which appears 
inthe Letters which the King himlelte ſent vnto Adonſenr du 
Ferrier, Scc here then the briefe of che Kings Commiſſion, 
and of Monſeur du Ferrier and dePibrac their Orations inthe 
Councell: They both, and AMonſenr ds Ferrier eſpecially, 
ofren in the Kings name requiring the reformation of the a- 
buſes of the Church. Which admonitions for that the Coun- 
cell did reject, they according to their Kings command, rc- 
ieted the Councell, and retuſed ro ſubſcribe ro ir ; nor did 
che King atrerwards receiue 1t, or the court of Parliament 
The maiſacre Euer publiſh 1t;no not atrerthar Saint Bartholmewes day, whet) 
{nno Dom,1572 the time ſeemed moſt importunert9 fanour any thing, thar 

might be prejudiciall ro the Huguenots. 
Bur ar ]czit, the Biſhops hane approued it. Foy whes the de. 
crees of u were openly read inthe laſt $ e/ſron, the B 1ſhops were pre= 

/emt and gaue their yoyces and ſaffrages. 

4 cater I an{wer : fuſt ; that ſofarre was the conſent: of the Biſhops 
tiom confirming of the Councell, that quite contrary ir di{- 
couers the vnultproceedings of it. For tholc B1hops that 
sauc ther voices tO it,inthe laſt Seſſion ; gaue their ſemtenee 
deliberariue ypon the points which had beene treated vpon, 
| im the former Seffions vnder Pawias the third, and /wln tlie 
{ chird, before that theſaid Biſhops came tothe Councell 3 a 
q :Inng contrary roal} Cimll Law, to equity it ſe]fe, and tothe 
l -uftomes of all the Parlaments, high courts of Inſtice, and 
1 other 
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other Iudiciaries, which out of the perſons of many Iudgpes, 
aremade one body ; Inall which, thoſe thac have not beene 
there all che cime, arenot ſuffered ro deliver their opinions. 
Secondly, it does not hereupon follow, chat the Biſhops 
hauc approucd of this Councell, becauſe they gaue their con- 
ſents cothe Articles of it : For there is a great deale of diffe- 
rence berwixt thoſethat agree in opinion with the Decrees of 
a Councell, and thoſe that yphold an opinion, only becauſe 
the Councell hath decreed it. For our Aduerſaric agrees in 
_ opinion with the Dcuill, in chat iris written how God gwe 
his Angels charge over our Lord Icſus Chriſt; yet he does not 
I thinke belecuc ic neuer che more for that the deuill ſaid it, 
Furthermore, at what time as they gaue their conſent to the 
Articles aforeſaid, the Councell was not confirmed by the 
Pope : now it is our Adverſaries owne Tenet, That a Comncell 
55 woide, if not confirmed by the Pope ; and this one reaſon he 
makesto ſcrue his owne turne againſt che Councell of Baſil. 
[t s (ſaithhc) « Rule moſt generally knowne , that ( ouncels are 
nat to bereceined, without the Authorie of the Pope, Where- 
upon it followes, Thatthoſe who gaue their conſents to the 
ſaid Articles, did atthe very ſame time when they.gaue their 
cohſents, hold the ſaid Councell, tobe as yer, no Councell. 
Sothat a man cannot hereby proue, that they did receiue the 
Councell, becauſc they gaue their voices to the Articles, 


Toche ſecond Obiction, which touches ypon the prece- , 9b; 


dencie of the moft Chriſtian King, he anſwers thus in briefe: 
That the Councell was (e. farre from offering. to diminiſh the Kings 
Amtboritie ; that tothe comrarie, the Kings Ambaſſadors by the 
unanimous conſent of all , were ſeated immedzatly next after the 
Emperonrs , but the Spaniſh Amobaſſador, ont of bis ranke in an= 
. Other place : rtathe end, that if it [o fell out; that any man were. 
ſet ont of hu place, yer fhonld it nat be preindiciall vio him. He 
ſhould noc; have anſwered,  That-the {, onmcall ſeated the Kings 
Ambaſſador next unto the Emperars, but only, that the Coun- 
cell did not put him out of hisright place. For inthe 2 2.5eſ- 
fion, Menſicur du Ferrier,&c de Pjbrac, being (uſpitious of the 
affeRtion of the Councell, went tn berimes co cake yp their 
"FI H 2 places, 


52 T he Catholike Moderator, 


places, infomuch that the (ount de Luna Ambafſador for the 
King of Spaine,made publike proteſtation before the Fathers, 
how hat his place was taken vp: Whereupon Monfieny de Pi- 
brac required, thatthe ſaid Proteſtation of his, might not be 
preiudiciall ro his Kings Prerogatiue, whoſe Ambaſſadors 
had euer had the firſt place, nexc to the Emperours, as they 
had at the Councels of {\*nffance and Lateran + But for all 
this, the Covncell would not vmpire the buſinetſe. And 
though they tooke not the place away from the Kings Am- 
baiſadors , yet our Aduerſary confelleth , that they would 
not pronounce that this place did belong vnto them, For 
firſt he ſaith , That the Spaniſo eAmbaſſador was ſet out of hu 
place, Secondly , That if any man were by chance ſet ont of his 
rauke,yet would not the Conncel hae it tobe preindiciall umo bim, 
Which is nothing elſe then co declare, That that place,which 
they permitted the Kings Ambatladors to keepe for the 
time for auoiding of contention ( and for that they had be- 
times already raken it vp much-againft the wils of the Fa- 
chers) ſhould not be preiudiciall vnto that right, which they 
thoughtrobe due ymothe King of Spaine. 

Secondly, pur caſe the Councell ro have beene fo euenly 
affeted (as he would make it) yer did they wrong (lay I) 
nevertheleſſc,in forbcaringro be vmpires openly in ; 4 Kings 
cauſe ; For thereis no man, that can deny athing moſt appa- 
rant, atthe firſt daſh, but he muſt gaine ypon it, by lictle and 
Iitle, Sothacthe firſt degreetoir, istocall athing inco que- 
ſton: nor does any man willfully call athing into queſtion, 
vntcffe he purpoſes abſolutely ro deny ir afterwards, So that 
it is eaſily diſcerned, that the Councell at this time bringing 
the Kings precedency into queſtion, and making the King 
of Spaine cquall wich him, hada ploer in it,- at the nexc 
Councell co-giue him the place aboue the King of France. 

Laftly, admit the Councell co-hauchad no 1uch plot vpon 
him, bur only to carry an cuen regard to both, yet the wrong 
remaines neverthelefſe, ic _—_ lefſe 1niurious ce make an 
inferior equall co his ſuperior, thenco make an equall,ſuperior 
to his Ll. G—_ - av Rr _ 


Thwre 


mem Hes _ 


The Catholike Moderator; 53 


There remaines now (faith our Aduerſarie} the ef Obieftion 
only, viz: That the Councell of Trent bath decreed diners things 
againſt the Realme of France ; which ts rhe reaſon that it ts not 
receined there, But thu Obieflwn (faith he) [erwes little to the 
purpoſe : For the queſtion is not only about Eccleſiafticall Inriſ< 
dition, but about Faith aud Religion, Wherefore although that 
the Decrees of the Councell for reformation bee not receined in 
France, yet the Decreer which treat aboue Faith, are, 

Our Aduerſary cannot deny,bur that the Councell of Treat 
hath decreed ſome things againſt the French libertie ; only 
he anſwers, that all this 4H 2 notthe recciuing of the other 
Articles which meerely concerne Faich. His owne words are, 
Thu Obiettion ſernes to little parpoſe, for that the queſtion 15 not << 
only about Eccleſiaſtical Inriſdillion , but about Fauh , and © 
Rehgion, And I fay againe,that this anſwer of his,ſferues as ** 
Iictleco chepurpole; tor that wetreat not of thmgs that con- 
cerne etther Reformation, or Faith, but of the Authoritic only 
by which choſe Decrees were enacted, Thar is ro ſay, whether 
the [udgemenc of the Councell of Trent, be in Francereceiued 
for a ſentence nor lyable to be appealed from ? and whether 
they here bclceuc thofe Articles wherein they agree with the 
Councel implicitely,for that the Councell hath decreed them, 

For how ſhall it be proucd, that a man who belceues a 
thing which another hath reported, did belccue ic w__ the 
reporters credit, vnlefſc he be confident withall, that he who 
reported this, would not report an yatruth,and that he durſt 
cruſt him in any thing. But France now does not belecye the 
Councell of Trent in all things: for our Aduerſaric himſelfe 
confeſles, that it refuſed the Decrees of the Councel which 
couched ypon Reformation. Wherupon1t follows,thar —_ 
Francedoth agree in opinion with the Councel ig what it de- 
creed concerning marters of Faith, yer does it not hold this 
opinion for any regardcothe Councets authority, but for ſome 
other reſpe& ; elſe might he conclude as well, Thac che Hu- 
pucnots do receiue the ſaid Councell,for that they belecyedi | 
vers Articles of it, which arc againſt the Arabepriſtt, and ocher 
Hercuikes of our time. For cucn asthey refaſc the amthority a 
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che faid Councell, in that very ſame part whereof they re- 
ceive the Articles ; ſomay we as well refuſe the whole Coun- 
cel, and yerrecciueall the Articlesz there being the ſame re- 
ſpe from the Articles of one part , to the authority of the 
ſame part, as fromthe authority of the whole, tothe authort- 
tie of the whole. But let vs now marke how he concludes, 
that this Councell is reccitued in France, Owr Adnerſaries owne 
ſelfe confeſſeth (faith hee) That this ( onncell is recerued by the 
Biſhops : but what man can perſwade himſelfe , that the Biſhops 
hae another faith audreligion from that profeſſed by the Kung , 
and all the (atholike people ? For, how may the Kang bee ftyled , 
The moſt Chriſtian , if bee were of a Faith ſingular from the Bi» 
Props ? «And how ſhould the people bee called , The Lora, Flocke, 
wnleſſe they acknowledged ſome Paſtors ? 

See then, this in briefceis his Argument: The Biſhops haue 
received the Councell; The King and che people hauc belec- 
ued the Biſhops. Ergo, The Connell bath beene receined by the 
King, 'the Biſhops, the Clergie , and tikewiſe of all the people of 
France. I have ſhewen already how he hach not made it good 


as yet, that the Biſhops which then were, hauerecciued ic: and 


for the Biſhops and Clergic at this day, though divers of 
chem for the adusncement of the Holy League, hauc cndea- 
noured to cauſe the ſaid Councellto bee receued ; yer might 
the King and the people refuſe ic notwirthſtanding, and yer 
not ceaſe for all that, to bee of the ſame faith with them in 
ſo much as the approbation of that Councell is not an Article 
of faith : for the Councell of Epheſus hath exprelly prohibited 
vs the addition of any other Article of faith ynco thoſe which 
were then recetued ; in which number, the recciuing of the 
Tridentine Councell is not. Bur, ſuppoſing that they werenor 
of the ſarne faith , what danger could come of it? The K mg 
( faith he) ſhould not them bee moſt ( briſtian, nor the people ( bnm<ff 
bu flocks, Firſt, as for the King , for as much aychis reaſon is 
drayne from his Tirle ; I ſay, thatif the King werethegrea- 
_ —— _—_— yet ſhould hee notbeedepriucd of 
s 1 tle. tewrythe eight, King of England;, recciucd the 
Tuls of Defender of the farb from Pope Exothecenth fot * 


writing 
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writing againſt Lather, King Edward the ſixt, and thelaſt 
| Queeneoftfamous memory , and the now raigning Kin 6, 
who haue changed the Religion, for defending of which, 
ry Hewry received this Title, doe ſtill keepthe ſame Style: 
And by very good right too ; for Titles,though perſonall,and 
proper only to the firit of the Race that recejue them , (as Ca- 
tholike to Ferdinando King of Arragen ; Defender of the faith,to 
Hevry the eight King of £»gland) yet doethey deſcend ynto 
chcir ſucceilors, as ornaments onely annexed to their State. 
So that it is not Philip of £Avſtria, who is Catholike in that 

ſenſe, but the King of Spaine. For, if wee conſider of Kings 

onely in point of Religion, the King of France may be as good 

a Catholike as the King of Spaine; andthe King of Spaine as 

good a Chriſtian as the King of Fraxcez and yetthe Title of 
( briſtian belongs onely vntothe one, and the Title of {, atho- 

bketothe other. 

Bur aboueall, is this reaſon il applicd againſt the King of 
France, for that Chryſtian is not a titleto diſtinguiſh one Chri- 
ftian from another , but to diftinguiſh them all from Pagans; 
and in this ſenſe is it giuen to the King of Fraxce,asto the firft 
King of E£wrope , that aboliſhed Paganiſme, and who fill had 
the moſt warres of all with the Sarazens, enemies of the name 
of Chriſt, True it is, thar this cicle might incline him the 
moreto imbrace that doctrine which is beſt , but for that ic 
hath not beene hitherto agreed vpon which of thetwo is the 
beſt, wee mutt not proue one doubt by another. Forthe 
Huguenots may as well conuert this reaſon to perſwade the 
Kingrtoreformethe Church, as the Catholikes vfe it, to in- 
cline himcomaintaineche Romiſh Religion : howbeit there. 
iS Rot any thing thar the King can doe , more worthy of this 
Title ofhis, then to doe both ; that is to ſay, ro maintaine the 
Romane Church, and to reforme it. Neither 1s there any con- 
tradition intheſerwo, ſeeing there is mo betrer meanes co 
mekethe[ron endure long, then to ſcowre away the ruft; nor 
to maintaine rhe Church of Rome, then co reforme the abu- 
ſes of ie, Nevertheleſfe, ro cſtabl;(h ſuck a courſe, that any of 
tle: Iron-eererſcraped away; "im ffexd of theruſt; and _ 

ce. 
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ſce that it bee bright ſcowredz there is ns ſafer meines cha 
ro doe quite contrary to that which our Aduerſay aduiſeth 
viz. To let their Councell of Trent {lcep, and to call another, 
wherein both parts may bauc indifferent hearing ; by which 
meanes, it ſo bee that there bee any corruption in the Qhurch 
of Rome, it may bee ſecne into and purged, And if there be 
any error inthe doftrine of the Huguenors z they may bee e- 
victed and inſtructed in a better faich. And this were the way 
toreunite ys all in one faith ; and this would bee an a in- 
deede well worthy a meſt Chriſtian King. | 
3 Burdeſcend wee now tothe people: How ſhould they 
(faith he) bee the ſpeepe of Chrifts flocke , if [o bee they arknowleag 
not any Paſtors? 1 anſwer; That chey may well enough ac- 
knowledpetheir Paſtors, though they beleeue not iuſt as the 
Paſtors of their Countrey doe. For that ne man is obliged to 
build his faith, but vpon an infallible foundation : and ir 1s 
contciled by the Catholikes themſelues, thar all the Biſhops 
in a whole countrey may erre in point of faith. So that the pe0o- 
ple are not alwaies obliged , to ground their faith vpon that 
of their Biſhops , and conſequently may bee of another faith, 
and yet bee of the flocke of leſs ( brift : As in very troath, 
our Sauiour does not call them his Sheep which heard the 
Biſhops, but thoſethat heare bis voyce; which is, the word 
of God. 
Let vs now looke ypon his concluſion : Ad/o (ſaith hee) 
1: the Conncell honoured of the King , the Biſbeps, th: Clergie , 
and likewiſe of all the people of France, Admit it were fo; yet 
for all this does it not follow, that it is recciued in Fravce, vn- 
lefſe hee can ſhew withall , that all che ERates doerecciue it : 
that is , The Church, the Nobility, and thePeople: But hee 
makes no mention of the Nobility, but onely of the Church, 
and thethird Eſtate, ſo that at themoſt it isreceiued bur of 
ewo of the three Eftates: which may be the cauſe that our Ad- 
ucriary ,0 keep vp the number diuides the Church intorws 
Parts , v4z. $7 wi and Clergie : The (ouncell (ith hee) 5s 
receined of the Biſhops, the (lergie, andlikgwiſe of all the people of 
Frexce, Which is 2 new diuilien of cheEftares, meucr, as 


paſwade 


x 
? 
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wade my ſelfe, heard of before, Iudgethen what iuft oc- 
calion the Nobilitic of Fravce now.haue toreie(t this Conn- 


cel),when as thoſe who would haue the Councell receiued , 
doereic the Nobility, 


Car.6, 
That the Huguensts may very rightly bee accounted member of 
the ( atholtk», «Apeft oltke, and Romans Church, 


His Chapter at the fit blufh, ſeemes to 
MM trear ot the {arne Argument that the firſt 
| docs; for having there proved it, That 
| che Huguenors are of the famereligion 
with vs Catholikes, it may follow alſo, 
that they bee of the ſame Church too: 
oe ES And yctio my thinking, thele rwo Chap- 
rers may very well bee parted ; nor ſo much in regard of the 
difference of the nature of the ſubiet, asof the humours of 
the perſons. For commonly, when a Huguenot weuld draw 
a Catholikero his opinion, he begins cuermore withthe par. 
ticular Controuerlies; and {o, vpon the purity of his dotrine, 
hee inferres the verity of his Church. 

A Catholike, on the other [ide , when hee would winne a 
Huguenot , beginnes ftill with the Church, and lo by the ve- 
rity ofthe Church,concludes the purity of his dotrine: and 
commonly , when eicher of chem gets the other out of this 
rracke,they are to ſecke ; which is one of the reaſons that they 
cannot fatisfic the aduerſe partie, For hethar would perſwade 
another, muſt nor begin with thar principle which co him 
ſcemes beſt, (chough indeed it be {o) bur with that which 
ſeemes.beſt in his opinion whom hee delires to perſwade; 0+ 
therwilſe, hee ſhall buc loſe his labour. 


. For, when a Hugucnor ſhall hauc vrgedathouſand palla- 
ges ob holy Scripture, coproue therruth of tus owne partieu- 
lar atfercion,, hee ſhall nor bee @whit the nearer; and why? 
Far that a-Cachalike willſay iaftantly with himſcife; What 
thongh I. cannot anſwer him, yet agother may: and if : _ 

I cIccuc 
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beleenenothing which I am not able co maintaine by diſpu- 
cation, then ſhould I not belecue the proceeding of the holy 
Ghoſt, the union of both Natures mn [eſus { briſt, the myſteries of 
the holy Trinity : all which I haue beleeued, without being able 
to maintain them, or ſo much as vnderſtand them, And cucn 
ſo, theauthority of the ſame Church which makes mee be- 
leeuetheſe myſteries, without being able to maintainethem, 
makes mealſo to beleeue the holy ſacrament of che Altar,Por- 
gatory, &c, without being able to maintainechem,So that if a 
Hugu: proceeds no further,& does not ſhew a reaſon how a 
man may be alſured of theſe myſteries without the Churches 
authority ; or elſe (which I hold more reaſonable ) why wee 
ought wholly to relye ypen the authority of the Churchin 
one point ,andnot inanother ; hee ſhall neuer ſay oughtto 
the purpoſe. Nor can the Catholikes haue any happier ſucces 
in their perſwaſiues z for when they talke to the Huguenots 
of che Church ; how the Church fates this, and the Church 
faies that, and the Church cannot erre: They who arenot 
brought vp to ſuch mages rare; ; and who found their 
faich ypon this perſwaſion , That the Scripture 75 cleere on their 
fedes ; What care wee (will they ſay) whatthe Church faith , 
ſo long as wee agree in opinion withthe word of God. So 
thata Catholike ſhall neuer bee able to perſwade them to any 
thing , if hee beginnes not at their foundation, and proue,that 
the Scriprure makes not ſo clearcly for them, as they imagine 
iedoes : and then when they once perceiue , that they cannot 
confureche Catholikes by Scripture, they will bee compelld 
to confetſe; That a man can hauenoaſſurance of his faith , 
without ſubmicring his own judgment to the tudgment of the 
Church: which ( as wee fay ) according to Chriſts owne 
promiſe, is infallibly accompanied with the holy Spiric, For 
mine own part , although it bee not my intention to en- 
tice any man , either to one Religion or the other, but co 
mr onely the 0-0 of men : yet for feare that I 

uld commic the ſarue errour in this Treatiſe of Pacification, 
which they ofren doe in the courſe of their aliues, I 


thoghe goodeo ſubioinechjs Chaprer allo ; to theend tharmy 
en ns 


-_ ww — 
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reaſons might be drawne from the principles of both Religi- 
ons. And thus hauing proued in the firſt Chapter, by exami- 
nation of che particularqueſtions,according totheHnguenors 
method, That they be no Heretikes ; I was alſo defirous to 
adde this Chapter, that according tothe Catholikes manner 
of proceeding (that is as much to ſay, as according tothe Na- 
ture of the Church) I might alſo prouc them (che Hugue- 
nots) to beno Heretikes, For, it were but labour loſt, co tell 
many of our Catholikes, that the Huguenots hold many of 
the fundamentall points of faith aſwell as we,ſeeing they take 
not the skantling of an heretike by his opinions, but only by 
this marke, That be « ont of the Charch, ynderſtandinp there- 
by no other Church, thenthat which we call { arholiſe, Apo- 
frolike, and Rowane : excluding all thoſe out of the Ehurch,to 
whom theſe three ticles may not be giuen, what opinion ſoc- 
uer they be of. For which reaſon I re{olued to proue,that theſe 
three titles doe belong vnto the Hugnenery. 
And firſt couching the ticle of Carhohike ; the Church is 


called Catholike in three reſpe&s, Firſt, in regard of it ſelfe, Catholike, 


2. Inregardof the Tewes, 3, [nregard of Herettkes. 
Mow the Church is called Catholike in regard of it ſelfe, 


I 
How the 


becauſe inthe vniuerſalitie chereof, ic comprehends all times, 4 
and all places, viz: the whole number; of the Ele, as well jg Catholike 
thoſe who haue beene (incethe beginning of the world, and inreſpeRed it 
are now departed and triumphant jn heauen,enioying euer- lelfe. 


lafting bliſſe;as thoſe that are ordained to the ike bleiſednelle 
whether now aliue, orto be borne hereafrer, Which defini- 
tion is founded vpon the Scriptures z for $, Pauls words are g 


The Church of the firff-borne, which are written in Heanen : and Heb.12.23, 


Who are written in heauen, but the Ele? from whom there- 


probates are in this ſpecialty diſtinguiſhed, Thar their names Revel.13.18. 


are not written in the Booke of the Lambe, The Church then 
conſiſts of the Ele, who are not reſtrained to any place or 
time, For Jeſus Chrift hath redeemed with his blond (faith Saint 


Jobn ) Ont of enery kinred, and tongue, and prople, and nation, Rencl.5.9. 
With which definition the Fathers iointly conſent ; el _1ypub.ge ca 


which dibus,c4p. 12+ 


they ( faith Saint eAvgnitine ) which are holy and ſantified, tecbizandis Ru- 
| FI 
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| Gre7. Mov. vt 
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which are, haue beent, and ſhall be, are Citizens of the heauenly 
leruſalem : And $.Gregory the Pope (that my proote may be 
the more authenricall) ſaith, That all the Elect are embraced m 
the beſome of the Charch,and all the Reprobates are without, And 
yet was poore /obn Hvſſe burnt for an Heretike, for athirmirg 
the very lame. 

O wicked Catho'ikes, that haue made a man to be burnt | 
for an Heretike,for affirming no more, chen whata Saint had 
done, and (which is more) then a Pope had ſaid beforc him. 
Sothen inthis fignification, neither the Church of Rome, 
nor that which themſelues call the Reformed Church,can pro- 
perly be called the Catholike Church, but only parts of it. 
Nay, we cannot truly affirme,that they be parts of the Catho-\ 
like Chvrch ; but chat God hath both in the Rewane Church, 
and in the Reformed , ſome that be members of the Catho- 
like Church . Which is as much to ſay, as that diuers ſhall be 
faued in both Churches. Like as there were many among(t 
the Iewes atthe comming of Ieſus Chriſt, and at this day be 
inthe Grecke Church, and in Prefter T#hns Country, which 
doc embracethe Chriſtian faith, without acknowledging the 
Pope. So that if we appropriatethetitle of Catholiketo the 
Romane Church only raking it in this (ignification ; it muſt 
needs fo'low,that cither all the Catholikes arecleted(though 
rhe Catholikes tkemſclues write that diuers Popes haue beene 
damned) or elfe, that no [ew was euer ſaued before Chriſts 
comming,and tht God hath not had his Church at all times : 
or that no Grecke nor Attrican can be faucd in ourtime; and 
then God ſhould not hawe his Church in all places. Againe, 
it weattribure not this title of Catholike only to the Church 
of Rome, I can ſec no reaſon why thereformed Church ſhould 
be moreexcluded then the reſt, To be briefe, when we palle 
ourcenſure vpor! any man, whether he be of che Catholike 
Church, or not ; we mult ſpcake cither according to Faith, or 
according to Charitie, If according to Faith, we cannot fay, 
that ſuch or ſucha man is a Catholike, becauſe it « God that 
knowetb who are bis , ſaith S. Pani: But it weepatle our iudg- 
ment according te charity , this will haue vs cſtceme all thoſe 

tO 
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to bee of the true Catholike Church, which bee of the viſible; 
of which | will nexc ſpeake, and ſhew how it may beerermed 
Catholike. 

2 The Church, as I h2ue proued already, comprehends 2 
all che Elc&, choſe as well that bealready in heauen, as thoſe f'ow the 
that are yet on earth, and remaine mingled among the wic- rs yt 
ked ; which laſt, though generally more in number, yet the - Keg ws, 
Elec bearethe name Sf bctrer part, So that both good the 56S | 
and bad, which make ant ourward proteſlion of the true taich, 
are reputed members of the true Church, According to the 
Parable of the net, which held the bad fiſhes as well as the good, Mat 13. 
This Church was ſeparated trom the reſt of the Genriles, 
with a partition wall (as it were) and before the comming of 
Chriſt pend vp in one country, and reſtrained tothe Family 
of [{rac] : Bur (ince Chrifts commung, Tbs partition wall is (as Eplel, 2.14; 
S$.Paullaith) broken dewne ; /o that neither lew nor Greeke are 
excluded, And by reafon of this difference, that the Tewes in 
thoſe daycs had onely this prrwiledge, and that now noone 
particular country hath it more then another, the Church is 
called {athelike: that js to ſay,Spread all the world oucr. And 
for that ſhee is 1o vniuerſall, ſhee 1s diuided into particular 
Churches: As in Saint Pawls timnc,into the Church of Ephe- 
ſus, of Rome, of Galatia, of Corinth, &c. and no one of cheſe 
Churches hauing any prmuiledge more then another, they 
wereall cogether called The (brwrch Catholike : not that it 15 
alwayes cuery-where, but for that no country 1s excluded, 
and no place priuiledged, Sothen, no place being excluded, 
there may be other Churches belides that of Rome; and no 
place being priuiledged, euen Rome 1t {elfe may be cut off 
trom the Church. 

3 Thirdly, the Church is called Cathelihe, 1n reſpect of 2 
the Donatifts, who denied che Church to bee dijpericd all fy the 
ouer the world ; but held it ro be coopt vp in Africa : where- Church is cal 
vpon it came to palle, that thoſe Churches which held the 1d Carholike, 
contrary, were called che Catholike: Churches. Euen as at wn. Py 
this day, theſe Cherches that hold,the Church ro hawe need ; 


of reformation, are called The Reformed Churches : age 
I 3 the 
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the reaſon why the more ancient Fathers neuer vſed this 
terme Cathelike, ro diſtinguiſh the pure Churches from the 
hereticall ; but called them Orthodoxall, But in procetſe of 
time, by reaſon that the Orthodoxe Churches held, chat the 
Chnrch was Carholike or Vniuerſall ;:theſe two words Ca- 
thelike and Orthedoxell, were taken in one and the ſame figni- 
Gcation : ſo that at laſt, this ticle of Catholike, was nor onely 

iuven to the Church, to diſtinguiſh the Orrb2dex trom the 
Donatifts, but alſo from all other Heretikes, Fora Catholike 
in proper {pecch js not oppolice to all ſorts of Heretikes, bur 
to the Iewes onely and the Donatiſts, But for as much as 
cuſtome is the maſter of words(as we (ee in this word Tyrant, 
anciently taken in good part for a King, and now onely for a 
bad King) this word {{ahelike 15 taken contrary to h1s nature, 
inthe ſignification of a pure Church ; in ſuch a ſenſe as that 
a particular Church may be called a Catholike Church, and 
moreor lefſe Catholike, proportionably as it is more or lelle 
pure, So that the queſtion betweenethe Catholikes and the 
Huguenots, lies not mthis point, vis, Which of the Chur- 
ches is the Church Catholikeg but whether of chem is moſt 
Catholike, and which -moſt corrupted: for in {@me degree 
both of them may be Catholike, fo Jong as they hold the 
ſubſtance of faith, (as I ſhewed inthe firſt Chapter) and both 
of chem in {ome ſort may be corrupt: it being a thing moſt 
certaine, That cuery viſible Church may hauc crrors, more 


1in Cay. Or letlſe. The ( barch (faith Saint Bernard ) as long as fhre is tu 
CG _ the tabernacle of thus body, hath not attamed wnto = perfe6tion of 


Epheſ.s, 


Cant. 


beauty, and u net therefore abſolutely faire : For it is the priui- 
ledge of the Church Triumphant onely to be faire, and 25S. 
Par ſaith, withent ſpet or wrinckle, Truc it is indeed that the 
Church is ſometime called faire, but this is cucr comparatine- 
ly : wherefore the Bridegroome in the :Canticlerſaith of his 
Spouſc (which is the Church) that ſhee is the faireſt of wo- 
men : that is, wwt finsplyfacre (faith S, Bernard) but the faireſt 
among women, And tor that (elfe ſamereaſon, 1s ſhe in one and 


the ſame verſc, ftylcd both blacke and faire. I awb = 
the Spouſe) but Lam cemely. and RYE. 7 aw Placke((aith 


I 


ſafl, for a marke of the true Church. For which reaſon in the 
ancient Chureh, when as the whole viſible Church yet re- 
eainedthe faith receiued from the Apoftles, and that ſome 
parc of it became corrupted zfor the exa&t diſcerning vnto 
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T am not 1gnorant how that the Ancients alſo did vſe this 
word Cathoelike, for a diftinftion from an Heretike, in ano- 
ther ſignification ; which in truth was according to the pro- 
per interpreration of the word, taking Cathohke or Uniuer- 


whether {ide we ought ro leane, Vincenties Lyrinenfss gaue Vincent.Lyr.l. 


this Rule : What el/e ſhould we dee ((aith he) but prefer the ſafety adueſhereſes, 


of the boay,before a rotten member. And therefore, for that the 
body of the Church was at that time ſound, all the Church 
was called Catbeltke, for ſo much this word Beady, as well as 
that word Cathelike, implies an vniucrſality ; fo that the di- 
ſtinion of Cathohike and Hererike, ſerues but to diſtinguiſh 
the ſound body, from a corrupted member, But fo ſoone as 
the body it {clfe became corrupted, then this rule and diſtin- 
Qion failed, For which reaſon Vincentizes makes a difference 
berweene a Catholike in place, and a Catholike in wwe, And 
euer when a Catholike in place 1s not a ſure marke, he hath 


recourſe vntoa Catholike in time, Bus (faith he) if awy new rodem 11h. als, 
inſetion goes on, not onely to corrupt apart, but the whole Church, bare, 


then muſt we cleawe to antiquity, So that the difference between 
the Catholikes and the Hugnenots,lying in this point, Whe- 
ther the body of the Church be corrupted or no ? wee muft 
not ſpeake of the Church which is Catholike according to 
placc, but according to time, And that Chnrch is ( atholike 
(faith Fincentins ) which holds that religion which hath beene 
ener hitherto embraced, And to diſccrne which Religion 
hath beene alwayes embraced, when as the body of the 
Church, or the viſible Church (as {aith the fame Vincentins ) 
15 corrupted wemuſt ſtill haue recourſe vnto Antiquity,and 


—- 


fay with Teriullan, Ilhud verum, quod primum : That is truſt © Terul. lib, de 
whith is ancientefÞ. So 4: that is the (atholike Churcb,which #- © jr, (rig ady, 


eerin ſank with the more Primitine Church, So that if wee bereſ. 


would diſcuſſe it, whcrherzhc Catholikes or the Huguenots 


bc moſt properly the-right Catholkes z wee muſt conſider. 


RAY” . 
a, Rt —_ 0" . 
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Apoſtslike, 
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firſt, whether of chem beſt holds of the faith of the Apoſtles 


andnext, of that of the ancicnt Doors and Councels ot 
the Church, 

As for the Title »Apoftobke; The Church may bee called 
e1poftolike , as well inregard of the Writings, as of the Prea- 
chang of the Apoſtles, As for their Wriings, thoſe Churches 
which imbracc the doctrine delivered inthem , are intituled 
Apoftolike ; yea, and more or Ieile Apoſtolzke, as they do more 
or le{le agree, or diſagree, to or from the ſaid dottrine, So 
thatche word Apoſtolike 1s all one with the word Orthodox, 
or with Cathelike, raken inthe laſt ſhgnificatien. Andif the 
Church ofthe Hugutnors may bce intituled Catholike, or Or- 
thodox , they may allo by the ſame reaſon be called Apoſtolike: 
nay, and more properly eApoſtolihe then ( atholike, For the 
vilible Church, being (as I hauc ſhewed ) not abſolutely, bur 
comparatiuely , more or lefle ( arholbke or Apoſtolike : the Hu 
guenots,though they may offcnd in detault,and fo be lefſe ("a- 
tbolike rather;yer in this,they oftcad rather in the exceſle, and 
are too Apeftolike: as being fo ſtrict, that they will readily bc- 
leevenothing, but what che Apoſtles haue written, 

Secondly, thoſe Churches were called Apoſtolike, which 
wereinftructed by the liuely voice of the Apoſtles,and where 
the Apoſtles haue had their tears, as Teruſalem, Antioch, 
Epheſus, Alexandria, &c. where the Apoſtles Perer, [ames, 
Toby, and Marke the Euangelift, fate ; and are therefore from 
all Antiquity ſtyled Apoſtolical Seaes, as well as Rome: how- 
bet that this ſign;fication is racheran ornament thena mark , 
of a pure Chuich, For Antioch, Alexandria, and other Chur- 
clies of Greece, where the Apoſtles preached; haue either al- 
rogether torlaken the name of Clift, or are at the leaſt (ac- 
cording to the Catholikes Tenet) quite cur off tor Schitme 
and Hereſic, from the communion of the true Church : and 
Francc, Spane, Poland, Germany, England,and Dcnmarke, 
where the Apoſtles neuer had any Biſhopricks,baue {ichence 
_ gs _ Churches So that in this ſignification a 

1Wrch, may bec pure, and yet not bee Apoſtalike ; and a 
Church which is Apoſtokke, may be as ; 
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The lat title, chough firſt in eſtimation with the Cathofiques, is Jo 


that of Roman;which 1 haue obſerucd to haue beene taken in three How the Hu- 


£a«10ts may be 


feucrall ſorts. Firſt, the Roman Church 1s only taken for the Dio- ;;.71. of 
celle of Rowe, and was in the beginning, for the Citic of Rome the K:man 
alone, As in S. Pauls time, who infcribed 2n Epiſtle feuerally co Church. 
Reme alone,as he did likewiſe tothoſe Churches of Corinth, Ephe- 
ſus,Galatia,&c.For had rhgChurch of Rome beene cuery where at 
that time ſpread abroad, hehad not needed to haue written roother 
Ciurchcs ſeuerally, becauſethar in writing to that of Reme, he had 
then written rochem all: And yer would our people needs make 
vic of this Epiftlc,to proue byit, I he Romanchurch to bethe catho- 
kque Church, becauſe chat in it, S, Pau! ſajes, Towr faith & fpread rg. 
abroad in all the world : as if $. Paul had not ſaidthe ſame to whe 
Church of Thefſalonica, Yonr faith which you hauc to God-ward 14 | Ther. 


F 


from abroad. But had the Church of Rome becne (as they would 


auc it) eſteemed by S.Panl as all one with the Cacholique; with- 
outall doubt his Epiſtle to the Romans had beenc intiruled Catho- 
lique,as well as thoſe of S,7ohn,S. Peter, S, [ames,and S, [nde,which 
arc therefore ſtyed Catholique, for chat they were wricten to the 
Catholique Church. Now taking the Rowan Church in this ſigni- 
ficarion,l contes that not the Hug verors Churches alone are ſepara- 
ted from the Roman Church, bur all other catholique Churches be- 
ſides : fo that to this day they in France make adiftinRion of ſun- 
dry cuſtomes of the Roman Church,and of the Church Galiicaze. 

Secondly,the Church of Rome is taken for the WelterneChurch, 3, 
inſomuch that the Rowan, Lative,and Occidental Church,doth lig- 
nifie one andthe ſame thing, to diſtinguiſh 1t from the Greeke and 
Eafterne Church) juſt as the Empire of the Eaſt, and the Empire of 
the Weſt, were called che Empires of Reme and of Conſtantmople, 
becauſe that theſe ewo Cities were the chiefeſcats of the Empire : 
and ſo by rezſon of the dignitic of theCirie of Rowe, which was the 
ſeat of the Emperours that reigned in the Weſt, all this Weſterne 
part, was called rhe RomwanEmpire, and all theWelterne Church 
che Rem.ar Church : thatisco ſay 5 The Church contained vnder 
the Roman Empire, So then, it wecall ic the Roman Church, for 
diſtinguiſhing ic from the Greeke and Eafterne Churches; then alſo 
ma the Hugwenors Churches be members likewiſe of the Komar 


Church, for chat they be Fefterne, and nag Greeks, nor Eafterne 
K Churches, 
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Churches. If in reſpe& of the Rewar Empire, (wking the Reman 
Empire largely, as1t was) they alſo be vnder the Empire, and by 
conlcquence, vnder the Church, -But taking the Ewpire as it now 
is,then may the Churches of Germarre,lome of which haue ſhak't 
off the Popes authorizie, be more properly ſtiled members of the 
Roman Church,than Rerze it ſelfe ; inlomuch as Germarie and nor 
Rome,is at this day called che Rowan Engpite, 

Laftly,the Reman Church is vadealtood,for all thoſe,thatdoein 
Faith communicacc with the Church of Rome: that is co lay, thoſe 
chat beof the Rei Religion, I demand then their meaning, whe- 
cher they vadciitand by the Romi/p Religion,thoſe points 1n which 
the Hugnenors doe agree with vs, or thoſe wherein they diſagree 
from vs,or both the one and che oxher. 

If choſe points wherein chey agree with vs; then they are dire- 
&ly of the Roman faith. If for the points only wherein they ditlens, 
then are the belecfeinche Trinicic,and all che Articles of the three 
Crecds, of the Apoſtles, of Nice, and of Athana/i:z, wherein they 
doe agree, no Articles of the RemiſpReligion, 

Buc if chey take the Roman Religion, for all the points of ir toge= 
cher, both for choſe whercin they doe agree, andall che othertoo ; 
I demandonce againe,whether ſo exa&t an agrecmentinall points, 
be required ornor? And if not; then ſeeing chatthe points where. 
upon the Hugxenots be agreed with the Catholikes, be for number 
more, and for importance greater, than thoſe queſtions are,vpon 
which they —_— they may yct neuerthelelic be reputed to be 
of the Reman Church and Faith ; foraſmuch as things tor the moſt 

art take their Denomination from the becter part. Euenas we vie 
to ſay ; thoſe people are of a ſanguinecoplexion,in whom bloud is 
predominanc,although their temper be of other humours too, Eut 
if we affirme, that no man can be of this Church, vnletſe he be- 
lecues all, and the ſclfe-ſame, that the Church of Rowe doth ; then 
fay I, that whileſt we goc abour to proue,thatthe Huguenot; be not 
of our Church,weſhall ſhew wichal,that we haue not any one man, 
who is abſolucely of the Church : inſomuch as that there js no one 
m— , learned or vnlcarned, ; that belecues all,iuſt as che Church 

oth, | 

For it 1s the credit of our Doors, tomaintaine ſingular OpINJ* 

ons by themiclucs ; which may be thereaſon why Bellarmine, the 
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preateſt Aduerſarie to the Hugnenets, accuſes all the Catholikes that 
eucr were betore him, of Error, and choſe eſpecially, which haue 
wricten againſt the Hugnencts; as Genebrard, Pighing, Eckins, Ho 
frus, Canus,( aictane, Scotts, Durand, S, Bonamenture, S. Thomas, 
S.Dameſcene : (tor heſpares northe Saintsueither) chelikecourte- 
lic alſo thewes he to the Ancient Fathers, S. Augaſtine, S, Bernard, 
S. Chryſo5teme, and nwuchadoe he hath to let S. Panlalone. So that 
amonglt ſo many ditlentions, either hath the Church belecued 
nothing at all, or elſe hath the Church belceucd them alcogecher, 
that isro ſay,contradiAions; or elſe that the Church hath belecued 


- bur only ſomeot them : and perchance, they haue all belecued 


contrary to what the Church belecuecrh, 

Come we now to the common people,and they vnderſtand net 
the one halfe parr of thar, which we teach chem; and when wee 
tell chem of ſuch points of Dininitie, wherein chey were neuer 
brought vp ; their fancies framing [dea's vnto chemſelues, vpon 
what they heare, make them conceiue {himera's in their braines, 
and to belceue che quite contrary to what the Church doth, before 
they are well aware of it, 

But our Catholkhes now haue found out a remedie for thart 
which is, That an smplicitc Faith rs enough for the common people, 
which is as much to ſay,as ro thinke only, & to beleeue only as the 
Church doth, though they doe not ſo indeed. So then, ſeeing tha 
an implicite Faith 1s, To belecucthe contrary, and ye: thinke they 
belecue the ſame; if we could bur once perſwadethe Hugnenors, 
that they. doe verily belecue as our Church of Rome doth 3n cuery 
thing, alchough indeed they doe nor, they ſhall be of our Church. 
Secthen, if I haue not taken-a better method co conuert them,than 
any other Catholihrs haueyer light vpon, They labour co conuert 
chem to our Explicitefaich, which were to make them belccue all 
the particulars of our Faich, And I, percciuing them alcogether 
vncapable of chis Explicite Faith , haue endeuvured my fclte to 
make them embrace the Implicice Faich, which is much the eatter 
of the two,and to perſwade them to beleeue, that they doe already 

belecuc, as our Church belecuerh : and conſequencly, that rheir 
Faichis the ſame, and their Church theſame, T har fo by this per- 
ſwaſion they may proue, if not ſo good Catholiques as the Pricits, 


yer ar leaſt,as good Catholiques as the people. 
| K 2 But 
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Bur to returne apaine co 0 appeares by what hath 
beene ſaid; char if we ftand Oy point, 


then will noe the OEmI—s her learned nor vn- 
hk as the learned wi# 


then well be of it. Whereu 
nceds yeeld to one of thele z That eber te Hg 
wetihe Roman Church,or elfethat . 
the Cathokkes are not. 


FINIS. 
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